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HISTADRUT REPORT 
OF PROGRESS 


THE LATEST MEMORANDUM of 
the National Labor Committee for 
Palestine (NLCP) submitted by Israel 
Mereminski, Palestine delegate, con- 
tains detailed reports of the Histadrut 
activities in Palestine for 1943-44, of 
the manner in which the NLCP trans- 
missions to the Histadrut for that year 
were allocated, and of the minimal His- 
tadrut budget and activities for 1944- 
45. In these reports, figures and dol- 
lars bespeak cooperative endeavor, 
pioneering zeal and national creativity; 
zeal and creativity are translated into 
terms of practical, economic achieve- 
ment. The new social and economic 
forms created by the Histadrut emerge 
as realities tried and tested in the two- 
fold scale of human and economic 
values. 


A genuineness and _ all-inclusive 
spirit of cooperation in the face of a 
national emergency are clearly and 
poignantly reflected in the figures rep- 
resenting the sums expended by the 
Histadrut during 1943-44 for Aliya, 
Rescue, Hekhalutz, and Special Emer- 
gency Activities. There we find that 
the Histadrut spent a total of $1,360,- 
000 on these vital activities through 
its Own emergency rescue campaign. 
All sections of the Histadrut family 
participated in this campaign. Thus, 
of the total sum, $840,000 were con- 
tributed by individual members; 
$280,000 by the agricultural labor set- 
tlements; $120,000 by the cooperative 
transport. organizations; and $120,000 
by the various Histadrut economic and 
financial institutions. These contribu- 
tions were in addition to the numerous 
parcels sent by Histadrut members pri- 
vately to war prisoners, relatives in the 
U. S. S. R., Roumania, etc. In addition, 
Histadrut institutions contributed 
$116,000 to meet other urgent Hista- 
drut war needs out of their Consolida- 
tion and Special Contribution Funds 
that were originally set up during the 
disturbances of 1936. And to the total 
sum of $1,360,000 were added $159,- 
re out of the NLCP funds for 1943- 


Striking evidence of the organiza- 
tional stability of the Histadrut and 
of the specific functions it has won for 
itself in the social and economic life 
of the country is offered by a break- 
down of its budget figures and activi- 
ties for 1943-44. Thus, the income of 
the Histadrut from membership dues 
amounted to over $4,000,000 (as com- 
pared with $3,112,000 in the previous 
year). Of this sum, only 24.4% were 
used for organizational needs includ- 
ing the Histadrut Labor Councils, 
Trade Unions and the Working Moth- 
ers League. 75.6% of this sum, or over 
$3,000,000, was applied to the His- 
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tadrut program of social and mutual- 
aid benefits and services. 

These include a full gamut of bene- 
fits and services placed at the disposal 
of the 141,500 members of the Hista- 
drut (over 230,000 souls including 
their families), the newly arrived ref- 
ugees and khalutzim, the defense work- 
ers, invalid workers, disabled soldiers, 
members of the Auxiliary Territorial 
Services and the families of soldiers 
(not limited to -Histadrut members). 
Part of the $3,000,000 went toward 
colonization which otherwise would 
not have been undertaken, the estab- 
lishment of old age pensions for kha- 
lutzim, the supply of clothing and food 
at greatly reduced rates to pioneer 
workers in the civil and military pub- 
lic works projects, and to the Workers 
Cooperative Sick Fund (Kupat Kho- 
lim) which provides medical and pre- 
ventive care to each worker and his 
family as well as to newcomers. 

These $3,000,000 represent the His- 
tadrut’s voluntary investment in social 
institutions and in colonization and 
immigration projects within Palestine. 
all of which fall outside the scope of 
ordinary trade union activities. They 


also represent activities not supported 
or duplicated by the Palestine Govern- 
ment or by the Jewish Agency, activ- 
ities which constitute the very 
backbone of the new social scheme 
created by the Histadrut. 

This is a far cry from the early days 
of 15 to 18 years ago when 80% of 
the funds collected through the His- 
tadrut Campaigns abroad had to be 
applied to the organizational needs of 
the Histadrut. All moneys received 
from abroad have for years now been 
allocated solely and exclusively to the 
strengthening of old and the launching 
of new colonization and immigration 
projects, to the tasks of rescuing, re- 
habilitating, training, housing and 
settling newcomers. Furthermore, the 
Histadrut will henceforth require no 
outside funds for its school system, for 
since the end of 1943-44 the cost of 
maintaining its extensive educational 
network is to be covered by a special 
self-imposed tax. Thus, the Histadrut 
today spends 100% of its income from 
abroad and 75.6% of its own funds 
exclusively on immigration and coloni- 
zation activities in all their manifold 


aspects. 
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THE CRIMEA CONFERENCE 


HE “BIG THREE” statement upon the conclu- 

sion of the Conference at Yalta came as a long 
and anxiously awaited message of reassurance. A 
succession of recent events had gone far to spread the 
impression that the bond between the Big Three was 
losing its strength, and that a regime of unilateral 
action was being substituted. Pessimists were begin- 
ning to think in terms of a Third World War—and 
their fears could not be too lightly dismissed. 


In almost every question of importance for the 
post-war period, there had lately been signs that the 
three great powers held conflicting views. The So- 
viet Union had insisted on the right of each major 
power in the proposed world Security Council to veto 
action on any charges against it—and it appeared 
that this demand was opposed by Great Britain and 
the United States. There were increasing reports 
suggestive of differences of opinion on the question 
of handling Germany; and the Polish question had 
reached an impasse where apparently a decision 
would be made by the action of a single power. Nor 
was evidence of the beginnings of division between 
Great Britain and the United States altogether lack- 
ing. 

Certainly, Yalta did not solve all problems. In 
some questions, discussion has apparently not yet 
yielded any definite agreement; and in others agree- 
ment was achieved only on general principles— 
and recent experience has made it quite clear how 
great a gap often has to be bridged between this and 
concrete application. But the positive achievements 
of Yalta are far too significant to be overshadowed 
by what has not yet been done. 

At the very time when the Red Army is hammer- 
ing at the gates of Berlin, the principle of uncondi- 
tional surrender for Germany has been reaffirmed 
and a plan for the occupation of the Reich has been 
outlined. One may doubt that the division of Ger- 
many among four occupying powers (Great Britain, 
the Soviet Union, the United States, and France), is 
the best possible method, but the fact of agreement 
on a plan, and the assurance that there will be no un- 
anticipated moves in the very moment of victory, is 
itself supremely important. No less valuable is the 
creation of a joint reparations commission; and it is 
only fitting that its seat should be in Moscow, since 
the Soviet Union has suffered more greatly from 
Nazi sadism and vandalism than any other country. 

At the present stage of the war, it was perhaps in- 
evitable that the “declaration concerning liberated 
Europe” should be general in character. A restate- 
ment of the Atlantic Charter in general terms can- 
not, after the experience of the past two years, give 


the 





us full assurance in respect to future contingencies. 
But the Yalta Conference had to deal with a concrete 
test case of the principle of self-determination—Po- 
land. The solution reached can certainly be wel- 
comed as evidence of willingness to compromise— 


and this, under present circumstances, is the only pro- 


cedure which promises positive results. The Polish 
boundary was demarcated on ethnic lines: areas of 
pre-war Poland predominantly inhabited by Ukrain- 
ians or White Russians are to be joined to the re- 
spective Soviet Republics. Though certain minor- 
ities, including Ukrainians and White Russians of 
nationalistic sympathies on the one hand, or of demo- 
cratic sympathies on the other, may not welcome the 
change, Poland itself has no ground for complaint. 
There are no valid reasons why Poland should rule 
over large, concentrated minority groups; nor does 
its past record in regard to minorities lend support to 
such a demand. 

But the boundary dispute was never the core of the 
present-day Polish question. Many a nation will be 
forced in our times to make territorial concessions, 
just or unjust. But it was hard to make peace with 
the idea that a nation which had fought, and fought’ 
so well, on the side of the United Nations should al- 
together lose its national sovereignty. Communists 
and thoughtless party-liners tried to black out the 
grievances of the Poles with the cry of “Fascist!” But 
unquestionably, for many millions of decent people 
who had not the slightest sympathy with the reac- 
tionary elements in the London Government-in- 
Exile, Poland had become the touchstone of Allied 
purposes and Allied cooperation. At Yalta, an earn- 
est effort was made for a just solution of the Polish 
question, and certainly a serious beginning was 
achieved. Much now depends upon the Poles them- 
selves. If the London Government persists in its 
stubbornness on the boundary question, it may lead 
to a catastrophe for Poland. 

It has long been clear that the present war will not 
yield us an ideal brave, new world. The differences 
between the forces in the Allied camp are too great 
for that. The only way to peace and the true recon- 
struction of a ruined world is that of compromise and 
cooperation. Yalta has at last set us upon that path. 


THE WorLD TRADE UNION 
(CONFERENCE 


eeepc FOR the Jewish plight and support 
of the Zionist effort are not new phenomena at 
labor conferences. Pro-Zionist resolutions have be- 
come regular and accepted features of the national 
meetings of the AFL. The CIO, too, especially in the 
past few years when the Jewish people so sorely 
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needed the friendship of labor, has indicated by word 
and deed its readiness to aid in the rescue of the Jews, 
and its backing for the program of ensuring Jewish 
security in the Jewish National Home. Both major 
labor organizations in this country are convinced of 
the necessity of establishing Palestine as a Jewish 
Commonwealth. 


No less constant—and, if anything, even more 
outspoken—has been the Zionist sympathy of Brit- 
ish labor. Both in the Labor Party and in the trade 
unions, there has been deep understanding of the suf- 
fering of Jews in our time and firm support of the 
Jewish Commonwealth idea. In a country respon- 
sible for the day by day administration of the Pales- 
tine mandate, it was natural that British labor should 
frequently find occasion to back Zionism on concrete 
issues. Both in Parliament and in the forum of pub- 
lic opinion, British labor has proved its true friend- 
ship for the Jewish people and for Zionism. 


The resolutions on the Jewish question adopted by 
the World Trade Union Conference in London on 
February 16 are noteworthy because they cap the 
similar declarations of national labor bodies, and be- 
cause they command the support of labor delegations 
from practically all of the free countries in the world. 
The resolutions contain two equally significant pro- 
visions: first, that the situation of the Jews in Europe 
in the post-war world requires special international 
treatment, and that an international commission of 
all democratic countries must take over the protec- 
tion of European Jews; second, that the Jews must be 
aided as well as permitted to continue building the 
Jewish National Home. 


These resolutions were adopted against only few 
dissenting votes, including an Arab delegate from 
Palestine. In reply to the arguments of the latter, 
a Mexican delegate remarked that since Jews had 
no land but Palestine whereas the Arabs had many 
countries, the Zionist cause deserved labor support. 
Reid Robinson of the CIO asked how labor could 
fail to uphold the national aspirations of a people 
like the Jews, who had suffered so much during 
the war. Strong support of the pro-Zionist resolution 
was offered also by the Canadian delegation. 

Among those who voted in favor both of inter- 
national protection of European Jews and of the con- 
tinued building of the Jewish National Home was a 
strong Soviet delegation. A Reuters dispatch dated 
February 16 discloses that the Soviet members of the 
Resolution Committee, which drew up the pro-Zion- 
ist declaration, voted in favor of it. The actions of 
the Soviet delegation at the World Trade Union 
Conference have been closely watched by inter- 
national observers for clues to Soviet government 
policy on matters which came before the labor con- 
ference. Some of its votes have been used widely in 
interpreting current Soviet policy on certain ques- 
tions not specifically mentioned in the Big Three 
statement issued after the Crimea Conference, which 





JEWISH FRONTIER 


was being conducted concomitantly. The Soviet vote 
at the World Trade Union Confererfce in favor of 
the Jewish National Home is the first such authorita- 
tive act by Soviet representatives on the whole ques- 
tion of Palestine. Of course, the Soviet labor delega- 
tion’s vote in London on the resolution regarding 
Japan is not the same as a Moscow declaration of war 
on Tokyo. The same reservation applies in our case 
too. Yet it would be difficult to overestimate the im- 
portance of that action as a clue to the present inclin- 
ations of official Soviet policy with regard to Zionism. 


RESCUE—AND THEN WHATP 


_.. THE past year the following countries 
have been liberated: the Baltic countries, al- 
most entirely; Belgium; Bulgaria; part of Czechoslo- 
vakia; France; Greece; Hungary; additional sections 
of Italy; part of the Netherlands; almost all of Po- 
land; Rumania; and large parts of Yugoslavia. Jew- 
ish survivors in pitifully small numbers were rescued 
by United Nations armies in each case. Recent 
months, too, have seen success, on a pitifully small 
scale, in the rescue of groups of Jews from within 
the constricting circle of areas under Nazi power. In 
batches of three hundred to a thousand or more, Jews 
have been released from such concentration camps 
as Bergen-Belsen and Theresienstadt—the latter, as is 
reported, with the consent of Himmler himself. 
There is hope too that the contacts established may 
lead to the regular release of Jews by Germany to 
safety in Switzerland. 

But physical rescue is only the beginning of the 
salvage of that human wreckage with which Hitler 
has strewn Europe—the surviving Jews. Even for 
those who did not go through the special ordeals the 
Nazis reserved for the Jews, conditions in liberated 
Europe are hard enough. Even for those who have 
homes and jobs, food and drink and fuel are scarce. 
The plight of the Jews needs no description. 

It is becoming ever more obvious that not only are 
future prospects of reinstating a large part of Euro- 
pean Jewry in their old homes and occupations very 
dim, but their chances of surviving the inevitable 
transitional period before this can even be attempted 
depend upon immense relief projects. This may not 
be possible on the necessary scale in the countries of 
Europe where the Jewish survivors now find them- 
selves. The difficulties encountered in relief work in 
Italy, France, Belgium, and Greece are already notor- 
ious. In Switzerland, too, every additional person ad- 
mitted adds to the strain of feeding that enclosed 
land. As a result the rescue of Jews from Bergen- 
Belsen was promptly followed by plans to evacuate 
them from Switzerland. Vague hints, too, are heard 
of projects for the removal at once of twenty or thirty 
thousand destitute Jews from the already liberated 
Balkans. 

Where should such Jews go? Where else than to 
Palestine? Certainly in this matter the wish of the 
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rescued persons themselves ought to be consulted. 
Many of the Bergen-Belsen survivors who are to be 
evacuated from Switzerland are trained khalutzim 
who have been planning for years to go to Palestine. 
That the desire of a great majority of Balkan Jews is 
also to be admitted to that Homeland which was set 
aside for them by international agreement, is clear to 
everyone who has visited those lands. Yet—the Ber- 
gen-Belsen Jews are to be sent to an UNRRA camp 
in North Africa; and the Balkan Jews, it is under- 
stood, are destined for the Belgian Congo. 

There is no other way to describe this perverse tor- 
ture of innocent and hopeless Jews than infamy. It is 
one more in the fatal series of incredible cruelties 
which have been bred by the White Paper policy. 
The Struma, the Patria are tombstones in the grim 
graveyard of White Paper victims; and now in the 
hour of Allied victory it still claims its last toll of 
human suffering. 

On February 15, a Jewish delegation visited the 
Earl of Halifax in Washington and presented a 
memorandum to him protesting this situation. The 
British Ambassador stated he would convey the pro- 
test of the delegation to the British government with 
a recommendation for urgent and sympathetic con- 
sideration. He might well urge speed and sympathy, 
for it would not be only the interests of humanity 
which would thus be protected but also the sorely 
tarnished reputation of His Majesty's Government. 


ALLOCATING RELIEF FUNDS 


se DECISION of the Joint Distribution Com- 
mittee and the United Palestine Appeal to make 
their requests for funds separately to the local Jewish 
relief drives is not the first rift in the uneasy mar- 
riage of those two agencies. Last year, too, the major 
beneficiaries of the United Jewish Appeal could not 
agree on the percentage each was to get of their 
proposed joint appeal. Only the insistence of the 
local Welfare Funds made the two agencies eventu- 
ally come to an understanding on a joint appeal 
and a formula for dividing its proceeds. It is not im- 
possible that this year again the Welfare Funds 
should press for an agreement cancelling the decision 
of the two agencies to conduct separate campaigns. 
The interests of the local Welfare Funds in this 
matter are obvious. They have built up community- 
wide machinery for raising relief funds, and do not 
care to risk their local unity in disputes over alloca- 
tions. Under the system of joint campaigns, trouble- 
some decisions as to the relative importance of alter- 
native uses for funds are fought out in New York 
and need not trouble the serenity of local communi- 
ties. Of course, a consequence is that the people 
who raise money locally resign the major responsi- 
bility for its wise use to persons whom they have 
not chosen. If separate campaigns are actually run 
this year by the JDC and UPA, local Welfare Fund 
people will have the responsibility of allocation be- 
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tween the major uses of “relief” money, and they 
will be forced to acquaint themselves more thor- 
oughly with the problems and activities of both the 
JDC and UPA. However, this is an education which 
many Welfare Fund leaders are not so anxious to 
have imposed upon them that they will willingly 
face local disputes for its sake. 

How the matter will ultimately be settled is in 
the hands of the future. It may be a hopelessly 
academic exercise to propose a solution which ap- 
pears most rational from the point-of-view of the 
best use of the funds themselves. Nevertheless, we 
should like to suggest that the problem could well 
be approached from a new angle. 

It is certainly a waste of energy and a disruptive 
practice to bring the disputes over Palestine re- 
construction and relief in Europe into the ranks of 
every local fund raising machine. But it is not a 
healthy solution to divorce the responsibility for the 
allocation of funds altogether from those who con- 
tribute them. A method for avoiding both evils 
should certainly not prove impossible to devise. 

Moreover, it is fairly obvious today that there can 
be no rational determination of what percentage of 
contributed funds can best be allotted to Palestine 
or to Europe, in the interests of the Jewish people, 
a whole year before those funds are to be used. In 
past agreements hetween the UPA and JDC that 
fact was recognized by dividing only part of the 
anticipated income of the ‘joint appeal by a prede- 
termined percentage, and having the remainder dis- 
tributed according to need by an allocations com- 
mittee. This past year, at least, the allocations com- 
mittee’s operation led to a considerable departure 
from the predetermined quotas: though without any 
Zionist members, the committee’s decisions substan- 
tially increased the proportion of funds to be spent in 
Palestine. 

This fact is easily explained. A good part of 
the effective relief and rescue of European Jews came 
from and led to Palestine. This mutual involve- 
ment of Palestine and European relief is liable to 
become even more marked in the future, in unfore- 
seeable ways. Even more bewildering perspectives 
were opened up by Dr. Joseph Schwartz, European 
Director of the JDC, when he remarked recently 
that the property of German Jews ought to be de- 
livered to the Jewish community for relief and 
reconstruction purposes, not necessarily in Germany. 
Such a concession will hardly be achieved without 
a political campaign which Welfare Funds would 
certainly have to finance—and the JDC has ruled 
itself out of such activities. 


Under the circumstances, how can one possibly 
determine in advance what percentage of given 
funds ought best to be devoted to next year’s activi- 
ties? Ought we not to preserve greater flexibility? 
Would it not be the rational thing to submit all 
funds of this nature to the disposal of a coordinating 
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committee, capable of utilizing all the various facili- 
ties of Jewish relief and reconstruction agencies, as 
it becomes necessary? 


Too LitTLE AND Too LATE 


SS em CAN read the post-war plans adopted 
by the American Jewish Committee’s executive 
board last month without noting certain curious 
features. The plan calls for no less than four inter- 
national commissions to help solve post-war Jewish 
problems (among others): “a permanent commis- 
sion . . . to formulate an International Bill of 
Rights”; a Commission on Migration; an inter- 
national trusteeship for Palestine; and a Commission 
on Statelessness. It contains eight fully formulated 
paragraphs defining the rights, guarantees, and insti- 
tutions it conceives to be necessary for Jewish recon- 
struction. And yet, despite its top-heavy phraseology 
and elaborate recommendations, it succeeds with un- 
canny skill in mot advancing just those propositions 
which, if put through, might make Jewish post-war 
reconstruction more than an empty phrase, and for 
which we might have hoped the American Jewish 
Committee, like other Jews, would at least put up a 
fight. 

It is clear beyond all quibbling that even the most 
noble Bill of Rights and the most effective guar- 
antees for existing rights will not help the Jews of 
Europe in their present, immediate plight. The best 
proof of this is in those very armistice agreements al- 
ready concluded with Bulgaria and Rumania, e¢ al., 
which are so justly praised by the American Jewish 
Committee. Those documents contain strong and 
clear provisions calling not only for the rescission of 
anti-Jewish laws but for the effective outlawing of 
fascist-style organizations and propaganda in the fu- 
ture. And surely one could hope for no more effec- 
tive machinery of enforcement than an Allied Con- 
trol Commission in an ex-enemy country. Yet no 
one can entertain the fond illusion today that the 
Jews in the Balkans are safely “rescued,” that there is 
nothing more needed. Houses are needed, food, jobs, 
a place in society! 

On this cardinal, preliminary point—the question 
of relief, of indemnification of Jews for their losses, 
and restoration of their property and employment 
rights—the Committee is silent. It declares that “ad- 
ditional study” is necessary, to be followed by “a fur- 
ther report at an early date.” But it is already late. 
Governments have already drafted projects on this 
question, some of them inadequate; and such organ- 
izations as the American Jewish Conference and the 
World Jewish Congress have long since studied, dis- 
cussed, and adopted their own recommendations. 

At the meeting, Judge Joseph Proskauer made the 
proposal that Zionists should abandon their own pro- 
gram of action—upon which the vast majority of 
Jews are united—and accept the Committee’s Pales- 
tine plank as their own. Shall we also drop the ques- 
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tions of relief and economic reintegration until the 
Committee has had time to study them and advise us 
of a minimal program to which we must agree in the 
name of “unity”? 

* * * 


Other sombre reflections are aroused by the Com- 
mittee’s reiteration of its Palestine plank. This is cer- 
tainly a matter of equal immediate importance with 
the restoration of property and employment to Euro- 
pean Jews. The proposals of the Committee regard- 
ing commissions on migration, stateless persons, re- 
patriation, etc. may or may not have some long range 
significance. But for the displaced Jews in Europe, 
admission to Palestine is the only immediate transfer 
opportunity which promises the speedy beginning of 
integration. 

In a statement on Palestine which omits using the 
term Jewish National Home—let alone Common- 
wealth—the Committee makes a feeble gesture of 
support for “Jewish immigration into Palestine” as 
well as for “adequate scope for future growth and 
development to the full extent of the economic ab- 
sorptive capacity of the country.” 


But the vexing question arises: What does the 
Committee mean by “the full extent of the economic 
absorptive capacity of the country”? If the Com- 
mittee envisages large scale investment and develop- 
ment, as Zionists do, the present population can eas- 
ily and rapidly be doubled—and if immigration is 
admitted concomitantly a Jewish Commonwealth 
would inevitably result. But if no such projects are 
contemplated—if indeed “absorptive capacity” is to 
be determined by such post-war plans as those of Sir 
Harold MacMichael, former High Commissioner of 
Palestine—the country is already overcrowded, and 
all talk of immigration is futile. The meaning of 
“absorptive capacity” can only be determined by the 
political plans of the one who uses that term. And 
on the basis of the American Jewish Committee’s ap- 
parent plan—which cannot even find room for the 
conception of the National Home—it becomes at 
least questionable how much additional Jewish immi- 
gration we shall be entitled to demand. 


A striking observation which one is bound to 
make on reading the Committee’s program is that for 
every one of its positive recommendations the Com- 
mittee could cite authoritative Gentile backing, on 
the main points. (In the questions the Committee 
wishes to continue studying such backing is not yet 
available.) Thus it was a lucky accident that shortly 
before the Committee meeting, Acting Secretary of 
State Joseph C. Grew had issued (with, according to 
reports, the cooperation of the press as to the word- 
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ing) a statement on war crimes. The Committee was 
thus enabled to go on record as urging “the adoption 
and endorsement” of the policy thus outlined by the 
State Department. 

It happens that at the Committee session one of 
the speakers was the Hon. Sumner Welles, who did 
not hesitate to come out forthrightly for a Zionist 
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program (even at an American Jewish Committee 
meeting) and whose support of the Jewish Common- 
wealth proposal is well-known. May we hope that 
when the American Jewish Committee extends its 
acquaintance among outstanding Gentiles, it will 
also renew a bowing acquaintance with the concept 
of the Jewish National Home? 


Low Altitude on Mount Scopus 


4 IDINGS HAVE again come from Mount Scopus. 

In a three-column letter wirelessed to the New 
York Times (Feb. 17, 1945) Judah L. Magnes re- 
peats his by now familiar recipe for peace in Pales- 
tine; but probably inspired by historic precedents in 
the vicinity, he falls into a prophetic style not usual 
in political documents. He begins with a far-reach- 
ing precept: “The first task of all men of good will 
is to teach and preach compromise and to elaborate 
such forms of compromise as they believe to be 
reasonable and practicable.” The prime obligations 
of men of good will have been previously defined 
by seers in the Holy Land in the eras before Magnes; 
and inspiration has on occasion been sought on 
mountain tops. However, in most previous instances 
on record, the loftiness of the sentiments expressed 
was more than commensurate with the geographic 
altitude. Never before did a teacher in Israel have 
to climb a mountain, even a small one, to deliver 
himself of such uninspired counsel as is now issuing 
from Mount Scopus. 

Just what is this “compromise” which it behooves 
all men of good will to teach and preach? Much of 
Chancellor Magnes’ communication deals with the 
hypothetical Middle East Regional Council which 
he assumes the United Nations will set up. His 
lengthy discussion of its functions, as well as his sug- 
gestions that both Jews and Arabs be given a greater 
share of administrative and government posts in 
Palestine are, in a sense, diversions from his central 
doctrine. The nature of the international organiza- 
tion for the Near East to be devised by the great 
powers has nothing to do with the preaching of com- 
promise. Zionists of all political shades may possibly 
welcome the formation of such a Council, depending 
on its character and its powers. At the present mo- 
ment, however, all such discussion is purely spec- 
ulative. Even more premature is the oft-touted Mag- 
nes suggestion for the political union of Palestine, 
Transjordan, and Lebanon. Up to date, no Arabs 
have been inviting the inclusion of even a bi-national 
Palestine in any of their proposed federative schemes. 
Neither the Regional Council nor the Arab union 
are the heart of the matter as far as Magnes is con- 
cerned. 


The “compromise” which he earnestly enjoins 
upon us relates to the right of Jews to immigrate in- 
to Palestine. When Magnes first came out in favor 
of a “bi-national” solution in regard to Palestine he 
was curiously vague on the question of immigration. 
The program of the [khud party, which expresses the 
Magnes views, has detailed recommendations in re- 
gard to such ambitious schemes as an Arab Federa- 
tion and an Anglo-American trusteeship, but man- 
ages to be strangely nebulous on the crucial prob- 
lem of free Jewish immigration into the Jewish 
Homeland, whatever its constitutional structure. 
Successive declarations by Magties have gradually 
defined his stand. The letter in the New York Times 
no longer uses a vague terminology but makes 
crystal-clear the kind of bi-national state Magnes and 
his followers propose. 

Political parity is no novelty in Zionist thinking. 
As far back as 1935, Jewish leaders suggested that 
the proposed Legislative Council be administered on 
the basis of parity: that is to say that the political 
power of the Jewish and Arab communities should 
be considered as equal, regardless of the numerical 
strength of each. The Hashomer-Hatzair group, also 
a proponent of a bi-national state, predicates its de- 
mand on political parity, but calls for free immigra- 
tion. What distinguishes the Magnes proposal is its 
readiness to accept numerical as well as political 
parity. Magnes advocates that “Jewish immigration, 
which is a large crux of the situation, should be 
permitted up to parity that is, up to one-half of the 
population.” According to his calculations that 
would permit the admission of another 500,000 
Jews into the country, the rate of entry to be deter- 
mined by absorptive capacity. After parity has been 
attained, Jews would be permitted to immigrate in 
numbers large enough to make up the difference 
between the higher Arab birth rate and the lower 
Jewish one. This means that in a year when the 
Arab population was exceptionally prolific, Jews 
would be able to enter. On the other hand, should 
the techniques of birth control become prevalent in 
the Orient, Jews would have no further right of 
entry. 

In other words, Magnes is prepared to place a “no 
admittance” sign on the Jewish Homeland after a 
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certain number of Jews has been admitted. In this 
connection he mentions the fact that due to Nazi 
massacres it is believed that only 1,500,000 Jews 
remain alive in Europe. One cannot escape the in- 
ference that Magnes views the destruction of the 
Jewish people as a further argument for his plan. 
There are fewer to be saved! That is a line of rea- 
soning which may prove popular with non-Zionists 
and anti-Zionists. It can have no appeal for one who 
claims to be a Zionist of any shade or description. 

On the contrary, for the Zionist, the devastation 
of Jewish life in Europe makes far more acute the 
necessity for building-a homeland in Palestine. And 
the first requisite of a homeland is that it be a place 
to which one can come freely and as of right. If 
quotas are set—even if it be a large quota—if bars 
are put up, there may be a Jewish settlement and an 
asylum for some. There can be no question of a Jew- 
ish homeland. A homeland is a rich and developing 
concept, bounded only by actual economic and ter- 
ritorial possibilities. It is a place where one is psychi- 
cally free. It is a place which carries a large “wel- 
come” sign. It is not a place where one must keep an 
eye peeled on Abdulla’s wife to discover whether it 
will be possible to admit another Jew. 


What Magnes recommends amounts simply to the 
relinquishing of Zionism. Coming from Magnes this 
is not surprising. There are Jews who apparently 
cherish the illusion that it is possible to abandon the 
demand for the right of Jews to enter Palestine and 
nevertheless remain nominally Zionists. Non-Jews 
interpret such trends more realistically. The Royal 
Commission Report, in its discussion of the policy 
of the Jewish Agency, made the following interest- 
ing observation. “It (The Jewish Agency) has 
steered a course for the majority between the opin- 
ions of two minority groups. One of these is a group 
of intellectuals, centered at the Hebrew University, 
who hold that the only solution of the problem of 
Palestine is for Jews to show themselves not ‘like 
other nations’ in the quality and temper of their 
nationalism, to subordinate political ambitions to 
cultural and spiritual ends, to acquiesce in such a 
limitation of their number as would make them 
a permanent minority in Palestine, even in the last 
resort to submit to Arab rule.” The Commission dis- 
creetly mentions no names, but it is not hard to guess 
who this group “centered at the Hebrew University” 
are. 
The fact that Magnes now suggests numerical 
equality does not alter the essence of his attitude— 
and the essence is that he accepts arbitrary limitations 
other than those dictated by Palestine’s possibilities 
and Jewish needs. 

The White Paper gave us 75,000. Magnes offers 
us 500,000. He calls it “compromise.” He assures 
us that it spells Arab-Jewish peace. Have the Arabs 
announced a readiness to accept this formula? Is 
there any Arab group which agrees to the Magnes 
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version of the bi-national state? Will Arab-Jewish 
harmony be promoted by an endless process of cal- 
culations and reciprocal book-keeping? 

The questions answer themselves. The compro- 
mise that Magnes recommends is simply a renuncia- 
tion of the age-old Zionist dream. It can have no 
practical consequences among Arabs, because no 
Arab group has at any time announced its willing- 
ness to add its “bi” to the Magnes nationalism. It 
can, however, give comfort to all adversaries of the 
Jewish national home. At a time when great inter- 
national decisions are in the making, Magnes throws 
the weight of his official position on the side of those 
anxious to renege on the commitments to the Jewish 
people. 

Perhaps we should change the text of the pronun- 
ciamento from Mount Scopus: The first task of men 
of good will is to preach and teach, not compromise 
but justice—justice for the tortured Jewish people 
and for the Arabs of Palestine. Among the solutions 
for many national and international problems which 
will be sought at the peace table, surely that of the 
Jewish people is not the least pressing. It is a prob- 
lem which calls for far-reaching and courageous 
measures. The creation of a Jewish homeland in- 
volves no act prejudical to the well-being to the resi- 
dent population. The world must say to the Arabs 
of Palestine—who have doubled their numbers since 
the Balfour Declaration—This “small notch” amid 
the vast Arab territories liberated in the last war has 
been reserved for the Jewish people. Your rights as 
Palestinian citizens are inviolate, but the Jewish 
people is entitled to one spot on the globe where it 
can lead a normal national existence. You have the 
huge underpopulated Arab lands at your disposal 
if you find the prospect of being in a minority, even 
with all your political and economic rights assured, 
distasteful. 

The men of good will, the men of intelligence, 
the men of courage, have indeed a great task—and 
if there is any lesson that our time has taught, it is 
that it does not consist of preaching “compromise” 
where “compromise” is tantamount to appeasement. 
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Henrietta Szold 


by Rose Halprin 


ENRIETTA SZOLD is at rest on the Mount of 
Olives, and in the Yishuv there is a great empti- 
ness. The children of Palestine, and the homeless 
Jewish youth of Europe have lost a mother and 
their hearts are lonely. Millions who knew about 
Miss Szold’s life and work read the news of her 
death and mourned the passing of a great woman 
and a great humanitarian, whose sympathies were 
as wide as the world. The thousands who knew 
her personally remembered the little things and the 
big things which make up a life and, remembering, 
tried to encompass her greatness within a pattern, 
so that they might grasp its shape and form. Had 
Henrietta Szold accomplished but one of the mul- 
tiple works which made and were her life, her peo- 
ple would have paid tribute and deeply mourned 
her passing. But not in any one of these, nor in 
the sum total of them, lies her greatness. Moral 
stature such as hers cannot be defined by an enumera- 
tion of achievements; it cannot be held in the palm 
of one’s hand to be measured in tangible units. 
Her work was illuminated by a deep religious faith, 
a high moral purpose, and an unshakable integrity 
which turned notable accomplishment into greatness. 
People who knew her in youth and young woman- 
hood recall that these qualities were discernible in 
her work and thought, in youth as in maturity and 
in old age. In this sense her life was not a progres- 
sion, but a unity which had structure and pattern 
from its beginning. Whether you remember the 
young woman in Baltimore who was a pioneer in 
Americanization work, or the silver-haired woman 
of -eighty, you find at the core of her work, the 
same pattern. In that pattern was expressed her 
full personality and her greatness: a total consecra- 
tion to a great cause; a complete integrity of method 
and purpose, so that end and means were fused at 
the same high level; no sense of personal heroism 
or greatness; no mantle of righteousness; and service 
to the limit of human capacity, so that working 
hours of the day stretched out to swallow up precious 
hours of sleep. 

Throughout her life Henrietta Szold was moved 
by two great and abiding loves. She loved America, 
its traditions, its literature, its struggle towards a 
truer democracy. All the days of her life, all the 
years she spent away from her native land, when 
the Fall season came and there was no gradual 
transition from Summer to Winter in Palestine, she 
suffered nostalgia for the sharp tang and falling 
multi-colored leaves of former days and relived in 
memory the Autumn of the land of her birth. Her 
other love was the Jewish people. She was steeped 
in the traditions of her forebears, a Hebraic scholar. 


Because she had drunk deeply of these two great 
democratic faiths, her sympathies embraced ll 
humanity. 

It was not strange that she started her public 
service in Baltimore through the initiation of a 
program of Americanization for Jewish immigrants 
fleeing from the pogroms of Russia, nor that its last 
chapter was the Hebraization of the Youth Aliyah 
in Eretz Israel. In both cases it was the reception 
of refugees from places where they were unwanted 
and their training for a new life on hospitable shores 
which moved her to action. 

At the mid-way station of her life, she founded 
and organized Hadassah and gave to it something 
of herself which endured, so that a new generation, 
who knew not Miss Szold in person, is being guided 
by her credo, her spirit, and her integrity. 

Completely foreign to her was the idea that the 
small daily tasks belong to the army of workers in 
a cause, while the leaders contribute merely big 
ideas and plans for action. She devoted herself to 
the small details, as if each was of paramount im- 
portance, thus making the whole structure sound 
and strong. No one was denied entry to her home 
or office. It ofttimes irritated her friends and col- 
leagues that she could let herself be so burdened 
without resistance. But in this way she drew the 
world unto herself. Into her rooms came the 
thoughts and ideas of the whole wide world, the 
feelings of the masses, the problems of the indi- 
vidual. On her desk was piled correspondence from 
the far corners of the world. ‘Thousands of persons 
treasure her letters, for every note from Miss Szold 
carried a thought which bore repetition, and was 
couched in language of beauty and style. Whether 
it was in English, Hebrew, or German, her writing 
was distinguished and scholarly. To many of her 
friends it seemed that her early work with the Jewish 
Publication Society and her translations should have 
been a prelude to her own emergence as a literary 
figure and author of distinction. Her temperament 
forbade her that luxury. The tragedy of two world 
wars, the Nazi threat to Western civilization which 
developed in the interval, forced her into a life of 
action instead of scholarly aloofness. 

It is a strange thing that her contribution was 
made in three fields, for not one of which she had 
been trained or been known as an expert. She had 
no medical knowledge when she went to Palestine 
and helped shape the medical work of Hadassah. 
She had no experience with youth, no training for 
its vocational readjustment when she organized a 
uniquely successful migration of youth. She had 
no training in social service when, almost single 
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handed, she blueprinted and—against the opposition 
of the Yishuv—organized its social services. Her 
friends will remember how ruefully she would ex- 
press regret that she had no college diploma though 
later two honorary degrees were given her in recog- 
nition of an erudite mind, self-disciplined, analytic, 
scholarly. 

To present Miss Szold as saint and scholar over- 
looks one element of her personality which made 
her beloved to every one who knew her. No one 
could meet her without being warmed by the mul- 
tiplicity of her interests, by the very human frailties 
which made her one amongst us. She loved music 
and books; was anxious to look her best; enjoyed 
the theater and the movies; could, on occasion, with 
an engaging shyness, proudly call attention to her 
really beautiful feet and ankles. She was unin- 
hibited in anger and when sometimes a visitor felt 
the full sweep of it and was dismayed, she could 
laugh with him at the effects of what she termed the 
wholesome expression of her righteous indignation. 


She was steeped in the love of flowers. To those 
who recall her in her own home or office, she will 
, always be remembered against a background of 
masses of flowers. She could make a potted rose- 
bush bloom even in the unauspicious window space 
of a Jerusalem pension. A trip with her through 
Palestine during the Spring was a source of joy, for 
she knew every wild flower that grew in the crevices, 
would fill her arms with the rich yield of the fields 
and then discourse as an informed botanist on the 
beauties of nature. 

She was custodian throughout her life of sums 
of money, small or large, given to her by her friends 
for communal work without any strings attached. 
To watch Miss Szold make decisions as to their allo- 
cation, to read later the accounting she rendered the 
donor, was an education in civic responsibility. She 
usually knew what she wanted to do with the money. 
A unique integrity, however, made her seek out 
people who might espouse another cause and then 
weigh the various proposals made to her. The large 
gifts which came to her on her 75th and 80th birth- 
days she set aside for the Children’s Foundation 
which she organized, and which she hoped would, 
some day, receive liberal support from the Yishuv 
and the Jewries outside. 

The pattern of her work is perhaps most clearly 
discernible in Youth Aliyah. It was a tremendous 
obligation to separate adolescent boys and girls from 
their families, to bring them to a new land, to teach 
them a new language and to integrate them happily 
in a new way of life. Thirteen thousand such children 
came to Palestine under Miss Szold’s care. The com- 
munal settlements of Palestine were anxious to re- 
ceive them. It was apparent, however, that the 
Kvutzot had neither training, equipment, nor person- 
nel, at the beginning of the work, to make the task 
easy. Miss Szold not only drafted the blueprint, but 
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was on the dock as each boat bringing the children 
arrived in port; was at every Kvutzah as the children 
were welcomed to their new home. She personalized 
a great migration movement, so that the parents who 
weepingly bade their children farewell, and the chil- 
dren themselves knew that they were not lost in an 
impersonal count of thousands, or in the techniques 
and machinery of organization. 

Henrietta Szold hated maudlin sentimentality, dis- 
liked hero worship, and fought all those who during 
her life, sought to idealize her personality or her 
labors. No one who knew her, who lived and ad- 
mired her, would wish, now that she has passed on, 
to eulogize her works in terms that would have dis- 
pleased her in life. It is a fact, however, that Hen- 
rietta Szold was acclaimed even during her life by 
her people and by the world, was revered and 
honored as few other leaders of our time. Her work 
placed her at the core of Zionist activity, and yet left 
her untouched by the conflicts and disagreements 
that inevitably flow about the business of every-day 
living. She was modest without sham, selfless in her 
devotion without seeking honor or acclaim; tolerant 
of the opinion of others, but exacting in her demands 
of pure motivation. 

Her great spirit will illumine the annals of our 
history, and light the way for those who, in smaller 
measure, will seek to carry on in her spirit and with 
her sense of consecration. 


What | Learned 
about Kimberley 


by Ida M. Silverman 


D URING THE last weeks of my stay in Australia, 

a great deal of press space was devoted to the 
question of the Kimberley Settlement in North- 
western Australia, as a haven for the Jews. I had 
heard of this scheme before coming to Australia, so 
I sought more enlightenment on the subject imme- 
diately on my arrival. Since my personal findings on 
the impracticability of Jewish colonization in Brazil, 
Argentine, Bolivia, and Dominican Republic, I am 
always a bit suspicious of the motives of the pro- 
ponents, as well as of the sites proposed. Well, the 
leading Australian Jews to whom I spoke, merely 
shrugged their shoulders as they told me to pay no 
attention to it—it was all a hoax! 

When I went to see Senator Collings (Minister of 
the Interior and Immigration), I found him irri- 
tated and wrought up over the statement on Kimber- 
ley made by Dr. Steinberg in New York to the Associ- 
ated Press. Mr. Collings told me, in no uncertain 
terms, that the Commonwealth Government had at 
no time considered the Kimberley Scheme, proposed 
by Steinberg, in a favorable light. Furthermore, he 
(Collings) on behalf of the Government had sent a 
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cable to the Associated Press of America, negating 
the whole of Steinberg’s statement. He finally said, 
heatedly, that if, and when, Jews, like any other im- 
migrants, were admitted into Australia, they were 
not going to be segregated and separated from the 
rest of the Australian population (as was proposed 
by Dr. Steinberg) that they were not going to be 
treated as outcast lepers and pariahs, but were going 
to mingle with all the other inhabitants as equals. 
He stated further, that the Australian Government 
didn’t want an “island within” nor did it want any 
kind of “minority problem,” all of which might well 
be an outgrowth of the Kimberley Scheme. 


A few weeks later, a most provocative and cheeky 
statement, emanating from Dr. Steinberg, in New 
York, appeared in the press of Australia. He stated 
that he deeply deplored the action of the Common- 
wealth Government of Australia in rejecting the 
Kimberley Scheme, yet he was certain that the Aus- 
tralian people would use their influence to see that 
the Kimberley Scheme would be carried through. 
Whereupon a storm of protest was aroused, and 
strangely enough some of Steinberg’s staunchest 
non-Jewish former supporters, riled by this unpar- 
donable defiance of a Government edict, have defi- 
nitely turned against him. 

As for the Jewish leaders, Mr. Alec Masel, Presi- 
dent of the Zionist Federation of Australia and New 
Zealand, and President of the Jewish Advisory 
Council of Australia, when asked for a statement by 
the press, denounced the Kimberley Colonization 
Scheme as impractical, and definitely voiced his op- 
position to it. Dr. Aaron Patkin, editor of The 
Zionist, has written a leading article, where he cites 
arguments to prove how fantastic and hopeless the 
whole scheme is. 

The newspapers, printing statements from leading 
Government officials, as well as from Archbishop 
Mannix of Melbourne, comment on the impractica- 
bility of any kind of settlement in Kimberley. They 
quote the findings of experts who have proven con- 
clusively that the area has a scanty rainfall, is arid, 
and is climatically impossible for colonization. It 
appears that Dr. Steinberg is well aware of these 
deterrents to sucessful colonization, for, when he was 
questioned in Australia from time to time regarding 
this, he answered, “We Jews can work wonders; see 
what we have done in Palestine; I will bring thou- 
sands of Palestinian Jews to Kimberley to create the 
same miracle here—you just wait and see.” 

All the while he went, mainly, to anti-Zionist 
Jewish leaders, and to individual non-Jews. The 
non-Jews, thinking they were encouraging their 
Government to perform a humanitarian act toward 
a destitute people, signed the petition that Steinberg 
presented to the Government—the petition that was 
rejected. When, on occasion, Steinberg was asked 
where the vast sums of money entailed were coming 
from, he invariably answered that he had millions in 
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back of him. And even at this moment when the 
Australian Government has so clearly and positively 
rejected the whole plan, Steinberg with unparalleled 
obstinacy is sending cables to his non-Jewish former 
friends and supporters, urging them to organize pub- 
lic protests against the Government’s adverse deci- 
sion. I have all the Australian press clippings per- 
taining to Kimberley, but am quoting the one from 
the Sydney Morning Herald of Tuesday, December 
12, 1944: 


Sir:—Neither sympathy nor self-interest would jus- 
tify Australia in permitting a settlement of Europeans 
under conditions in which, according to experience and 
knowledge, it would be doomed to failure. Few of those 
who sign petitions supporting Dr. Steinberg’s scheme 
have worked all the year round in the Kimberley Divi- 
sion, nor do they know its inhabitants and its history. 
I remind them of these facts: — 

1. East Kimberley is in the tropics (South Latitude 
15), and not in the temperate zone, like the successful 
Jewish settlement in Tel Aviv. 

2. The normal wet season (November-March) not 
only bogs everyone down, but in addition, the constant 
tropical humid conditions are very enervating. Tropical 
neurasthenia, dysentery, and malaria must be watched. 

3. There are no highlands to serve as a retreat, and 
no refreshing cool breezes. The journey to Perth is ex- 
pensive, and the women and children in the whole of 
the Kimberleys, outside of the four “townships,” have 
not exceeded 30 odd for years. 

4. The white population has failed to increase during 
the past 40 years. 

5. The explanation lies, not in inferiority of stock, 
but in geography. 

6. The teeming millions of Indonesia did not spread 
to tropical Australia, although they had known it for 
centuries. They realized it was poor country compared 
with their own islands. 

7. The soil is only good in patches, and the seven to 
eight months “dry” every year prevents continued 
growth of grass and even fattening of stock. Irrigation 
on the pastoral properties will help overcome the latter 
handicap, but will not increase the area of good soil. 

8. Present inference is that East Kimberley cannot 
support a population of thousands, even if the climatic 
difficulties could be surmounted. 

Whoever they be, and apart altogether from the Aus- 
tralian attitude to “minority group” settlements, let us 
hesitate before condemning those we desire to help, to 
a struggle under conditions which, on present showing, 
seem doomed to failure. If Bishop Pilcher and other 
stalwarts can present a sound case for the successful de- 
velopment of the East Kimberley by an increasing 
population, then, and only then, should the Government 
reconsider its pronouncement on the “Kimberley 
Scheme.” 

From A. P. Elkin, Instructor in the University of 
Sydney. 

All of this is peculiarly distressing and irritating 
to the leading Jews of Australia. There is a growing 
fear that Steinberg’s continued insistence and harp- 
ing on Kimberley may be construed by the Govern- 
ment as being instigated and abetted by the spokes- 
men for the Jews of Australia themselves—the very 
Jews who are so definitely opposed to it. 

Furthermore, Steinberg’s utter disregard of the 
decision of the Government, his reference to the will 
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of the people, may definitely be jeopardizing the 
chances for admission of the 8,000 Jews remaining 
of the 15,000 pledge made at Evian in 1938. Besides 
all this, and in the light of growing anti-Semitism, 
Dr. Steinberg’s bravado may be interpreted as still 
another evidence of the incorrigibility of a people 
that does not -understand when to leave “well 
enough” alone. There is therefore a tenseness and a 
strain in Jewish circles every time Steinberg and 
Kimberley are mentioned. I am inclined to believe 
that many of the antagonistic articles on immigration 
that have been appearing regularly, day by day, in 
the Australian press, may be traced to the irritation 
caused by Steinberg’s press utterances on Kimberley. 
in America. 
In scrutinizing this Kimberley Scheme it would be 
well to investigate and study carefully just who are 
the persons (or organizations) behind Dr. Steinberg 
—those from whom the “millions” are to come. Are 
they the same forces that have been experimenting 
with Jewish colonization in Sosua (the Dominican 
Republic), and more recently and more secretly, in 
Bolivia? If so, it were high time that these self- 
apointed “bosses” in Jewish life should be exposed 
and stopped. Who gave unto this handful of Jews, 
working behind the scenes, the right to decide the 
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destiny of unfortunate human beings, their own 
brothers and sisters? 

It is sad enough that millions of dollars have been 
wasted in these costly and fruitless experiments, but 
what should concern us far more than the money is 
the fact that no one gives an accounting of the thou- 
sands of Jewish lives wasted—no one seems to care 
and no one ever questions. 

As I have already intimated, the money lost is not 
the most. important factor even though the squan- 
dered millions could have helped these same thou- 
sands of lost Jews into Palestine where they would 
have had a chance not only to rebuild their own 
broken lives, but to help bring others to a haven 
of safety which has long since passed the experi- 
mental stage. Dr. Steinberg and Kimberley, like Dr. 
Rosen in Sosua and the other places, are merely 
symptomatic of a desperate attempt on the part of 
anti-Zionists to divert attention from Palestine, at 
the very moment when Palestine and the suffering 
Jewish people need unity and the concerted action of 
the Jewish world most. 

This type of irresponsibility in Jewish life must 
cease! We must demand an accounting and an ex- 
planation so that more of our people may be spared 
the doom that has befallen so many others. 


The Yiddish Press in America 


by Jean Jaffe 


EVENTY-FIVE YEARS of Yiddish journalism 
in the United States will be celebrated on March 
4th by the profession and the public. 

On this day, as usual, several hundred newspaper- 
men—reporters, feature and newswriters, critics, nov- 
elists, poets, editors, compositors, and make-up men 
will get out the day’s issue of the Yiddish papers on 
scheduled time, dispatch the early edition for mail- 
ing to all parts of the country and many corners of 
the world. Then truck drivers will call for the 
second edition for distribution in the metropolitan 
area. 

Everyone under the roof of the Yiddish dailies is 
a member of a trade union. Each city news room is 
geared to the tempo and rhythm of the “tickers” dis- 
seminating world wide news from every source. 
Each paper is served by a Jewish news agency which 
procures Jewish news directly or indirectly. In re- 
cent weeks, the papers have succeeded in making con- 
tact with special correspondents in liberated areas 
in Europe. The editors do not relax until the 
paper is “put to bed,” each fearing that the other 
may have scooped him—the prime animal impulse 
in journalism. 

In short, the Yiddish papers appearing in New 
York today, emulate the pattern, if not the volume, 


of the metropolitan dailies. The major difference 
lies in the highlighting and amplifying of Jewish 
news and Jewish affairs, both reportorially and 
editorially. Another important difference is that 
the Yiddish press resembles in daily content the 
Sunday paper with its literary and magazine supple- 
ments. 

It is very significant that large numbers of Jews 
who do not speak Yiddish, and sectors of organized 
Jewish life where the Yiddish press does not pene- 
trate today look anxiously to the Yiddish press not 
only for the record of Jewish events, but also for 
an appraisal of themselves and their position in 
Jewish life. Nationwide Jewish organizations who 
are far removed from the Yiddish press, and may 
even scorn it, keep a weather eye on what the Yiddish 
press thinks of them. 

It is no exaggeration to state that every sizable 
and forceful Jewish body with a creative program, is 
consciously or unconsciously nurtured by the blood- 
stream of the Yiddish press. Their support may 
come from other than Yiddish-minded circles. Their 
recognition may come from way above and beyond, 
but the Yiddish press gives them impetus and vigor 
and color. Of course, if the impetus and vigor and 
color are desired. 
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This seventy-fifth anniversary could be celebrated 
with justifiable pride at the mature stature of the 
press, when looking back at its meagre and crude 
beginnings. But unfortunately, our dailies are today 
to a great extent records of the devastation of Euro- 
pean Jewry, the news increasing in volume and 
horror as the channels from Europe open. Almost 
each page might be framed in a black border. And 
each day’s issue may well be a memorial, as the ac- 
counts of the martyred Jews from Poland to Greece, 
from France to the Ukraine, pour in. 

The celebration might also be heightened by the 
fact that the Yiddish press in America is now the 
largest and most comprehensive in the world. But 
this too is marked with tragedy. For only a few 
years ago, the press of Poland was in the lead with 
its far-flung, pulsating, full-blown, natural and 
wholesome Jewish character. Our press took the 
lead because the other, along with its Jewry, went 
up in Nazi smoke. 

While mourning for lost Jewish worlds that have 
gone, the Yiddish columns today become more and 
more audible in mobilizing the living to uphold the 
enduring and positive and life-giving values of the 
Jewish community. Palestine and the national 
renaissance figure as a constant and determining fac- 
tor. Pens are sharply poised against assimilation. 
The residue of the devastated communities is pas- 
sionately guarded; whatever spiritual resources may 
have eluded the enemy are nursed and treasured so 
that they can fortify others. 


There are four Yiddish dailies appearing in New 


- York now. The Day, with a progressive, nationalist 


policy; the Forward, right-wing Socialist paper, which 
in the past decade has turned from an anti-Zionist to 
a Zionist viewpoint; the Morning Journal, orthodox 
and Zionist. The fourth, the Communist Fresheit, 
will not be discussed here. Its staff is not affiliated 
with the Yiddish Writers’ Union. Its erstwhile ag- 
gressive and belligerent anti-Zionist and anti-nation- 
alist policy and the fact that its directives come from 
outside the Jewish and American fold, have made 
others in the field wary of its platform and pursuits. 

We have today, in addition to the dailies, also a 
number of substantial and representative Yiddish 
weeklies and monthlies, notably the Kemfer and 
Zukunft. The 75th anniversary of the Yiddish press 
is also their Yomtov; for their spirit and the writing 
family are almost identical. But we concentrate here 
on the metropolitan daily press. 

Though infinitely more urbane and efficient than 
in early years, a goodly part of the Yiddish press 
retains earlier ingredients. As before, the Yiddish 
press must provide today besides the news coverage 
and topical and current editorial comment, also a 
great deal of magazine matter. It must furnish the 
reader in the course of the week, a short story, a 
poem, some humor, folklore. Then there are the 
warm human interest mainstays which have not 
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lost their appeal throughout the years: the elabo- 
rate private letters to the editor. These letters 
deal with family problems, religious debates, manners 
and ‘morals, man-woman and boy-girl situations. 
These letters, very earnest and complex, are sagely 
and solemnly answered, for the advice is very 
often heeded to the letter. Then there are the 
serialized novels which answer in a large measure 
the need for popular fiction. Two or three of these 
novels run simultaneously in each newspaper, their 
subject matter ranging from fictionized historical 
episodes and characters to “pulp” romances. 


There are letters from readers with opinions pro 
or con everything in the world. The praises are 
usually fulsome; the criticism most virulent. And 
criticism is at its bitterest when the folk-conscience 
is aroused, when the inherent Jewish sense of justice 
is offended and the readers rise in their wrath. 


Editorially, each paper must follow a definite 
and consistent line on politics and social matters; 
unlike many of the non-Jewish papers which may 
allow themselves neutrality. The Yiddish press 
viewpoint must always sound the progressive, liberal 
note. Labor is sacrosanct. The protection of Jewish 
rights an ever-recurrent topic. Assimilation—the 
daily enemy. 

The Yiddish paper is both the mentor and ex- 
pression of the reader. It is his library and his 
platform. It is the link between the past, present 
and future of himself and his people. Though most 
readers have access to the American press, the Yid- 
dish paper is a necessity for them not only because 
it supplements and elaborates on Jewish affairs, but 
also because it registers the heartbeat of Jewish life 
and its conscience. 

* * * 

The history of the Yiddish press in America is 
closely intertwined with the history of Jewish mass 
migration into the country. It also records an arrest- 
ing chapter in the history of our foreign language 
journalism. Suffice it to say, that other foreign 
newspapers, founded by large and literate immigrant 
groups during the same period, have gone into the 
limbo of forgotten print or shrivelled to a fraction 
of their size and scope. The Yiddish press has re- 
mained by far the most substantial and robust in 
the foreign-language field. 

There is a curious episode connected with the 
birth of the first Yiddish newspaper. It was before 
the presidential campaign year of 1872. Horace 
Greeley, editor of the New York Tribune, educator 
and social reformer, was aiming at the Liberal- 
Republican candidacy. He had an eye on the 
naturalized among the recent stream of Jewish im- 
migrants. A newspaper man himself, he felt that 
a paper was the best medium to reach these people. 
He had a Jewish friend among the immigrants, Mr. 
J. K. Buckner, a learned Lithuanian with some 
journalistic experience. Mr. Greeley became the 








Td 


backer, and Mr. Buckner the editor of a weekly, 
the Yiddishe Zeitung, which made its appearance on 
March 1, 1870. There was no Yiddish type in the 
country, so the Zeitung was lithographed, not 
printed. Though the masthead very dramatically 
pronounced the Zestung’s generous and all-embracing 
dedication to “the problems of religion, politics, his- 
tory, learning and art,” it essentially filled Mr. 
Greeley’s political campaign bill. 

Innumerable other weeklies and dailies came and 
went in the next two decades. In many cases, as 
in the above-mentioned, an extraneous factor was 
father to the publication. The Franco-Prussian war, 
for example, brought forth the Post by an enterpris- 
ing but ill-fated publisher who miscalculated the 
the interest in this war among the Jewish immigrants 
at whom he aimed his paper. The Post was absorbed 
by a more ambitious paper, the Hebrew News, 
whose publisher, a get-rich-quick immigrant, aspired 
to a high municipal office and put out a truly amaz- 
ing sheet, with bait for all the Jews. It actually was 
divided into four languages so that no one would 
escape: Yiddish, German, Hebrew, and English. 

The mortality rate was very high among these 
infant publications. Some were resuscitated with 
added blood, others went down in utter defeat. They 
were primitive and artificial in make-up, language 
and appeal. They Germanized the Yiddish in 
order to appeal to the more snobbish. They Yid- 
dishized the German in order to win the “folk.” The 
first publication with some sort of crystallized form 
and image was destined for long life. It was the 
Tageblatt, founded by a learned Orthodox Jew, 
Kasriel Sarason, who subsequently added to the daily 
a week-end publication, the Yiddishe Gazetten. The 
Tageblatt survived as an independent newspaper 
until 1928, when it merged with the younger Morn- 
ing Journal, a rival Orthodox paper founded by 
Jacob Sapirstein. 

As the Jewish melting pot was swelled by the 
tadical and revolutionary masses from Russia, their 
voices soon found echo in print. The anarchists 
broke out in the Freie Arbeiter Stimme, which inci- 
dentally has survived feebly as a weekly and draws 
its support from a small coterie of nostalgic friends. 
The Yiddishe Folks Zeitung came with high literary 
and worldly aims. This publication divided its loyal- 
ties between socialism and national consciousness, 
introduced special literary and labor sections. It 
was also the first to beckon to literary talent. In its 
pages Morris Rosenfeld, the poet of the proletariat, 
uttered his first piercing and lyrical cries against the 
sweatshop and the tenement. 

At the turn of the century we find the press 
further ripening and maturing with the influx of 
young intellectuals from Eastern Europe. The presses 
in the dingy tenement offices on the East Side 
marched along vigorously with the tide. The ed- 
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itors and writers were an idealistic and colorful 
lot. With the pall of the pogroms fresh before their 
eyes and the revolutionary thunder fresh in their 
ears, they dedicated their life in the New World 
to the sacred motifs which had swept the Russian 
Jewish intelligentzia. Some were steeped in Hebrew 
learning. Others carried the class struggle as their 
torch. Still others worshipped the Muses. All this 
was poured into the press and fed to the masses 
of readers. Eyes were fiery, hearts were stout— 
and purposes fiercely sacred. The same men who 
spoke through the press often led the first strikes 
in the needle trades, proclaimed the holy wars from 
soap-boxes in Seward Park, from the platform in 
Clinton Hall and in the more bucolic surroundings 
of public parks, where the causes and philosophies 
resounded at picnics on the day off. 

Alongside their fight for a better and finer world, 
the papers opened their columns to literary talent. 
Many a famous name in Yiddish letters first saw the 
light in the American Yiddish publications. The 
press knew the homesickness and loneliness gnawing 
at the hearts of “greenhorns,” even while they were 
improving the world and their own lot. It fed them 
with folklore from the old home town. It brought 
to them the literature of Europe and America. It 
helped them find their Jandsleit here. It nursed 
them through the green period with lessons in 
English, advice on naturalization, the rudiments of 
American history, the ennobling sagas of the build- 
ers of the Republic. It even gave them free legal 
and medical advice through its columns. It was 


the teacher of trade unionism, the brother in spiritual . 


and cultural orientation, the guide to the vast conti- 
nent and its physical and economic riches. And 
while the Jewish immigrant was taking root under 
the new sun, the Yiddish press made the ground 
under his feet firmer and his place in the sun more 
dignified and pleasant. : 

Thus the press guided the steps of the Landsman- 
schaften, the innumerable philanthropic and educa- 
tional institutions built by the masses. Many 
survive as monuments to the idealism and fortitude 
of these men and women whose heads and hearts 
were much richer than their pockets. Through the 
Yiddish press were born the Jewish labor unions 
with their auxiliary fraternal organizations and net- 
work of activities and institutions; The Workmen’s 
Circle and the Jewish National Workers’ Alliance 
consisting in the main of trade unionists, and the 
other national “orders.” 

There are some of the early pioneers who must 
not go unmentioned: Louis Miller, a colorful, cos- 
mopolitan gentleman who was the first to stream- 
line a Yiddish daily, the Warheit, and make it 
ultra-American. The veteran editor of the Forward, 
Abraham Cahan, a stormy petrel in the Socialist and 
labor movement, who struck out for a maximum in 
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the class struggle and a mild medium culturally. 
Mr. Cahan gave the world a poignant and enduring 
portrayal of the seething East Side of the immigrant 
era in his novel The Rise of David Levinsky. There 
were Nachman Syrkin, David Pinski, Chaim Zhit- 
lovsky who in the Zeit and other publications 
fostered and guided the labor Zionist movement. 
The first columnist in the Yiddish press and one of 
the very first in the country, was Jacob Fishman 
whose “From Day To Day” has been appearing 
uninterruptedly for twenty-four years in the Morning 
Journal. 

Another significant moment in the history of the 
Yiddish press occurred when the eminent jurist and 
leader in Judaism, Louis Marshall, founded a Yid- 
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dish daily, the Yiddishe Welt, as a mouthpiece and 
platform for conservative elements. The venerable 
Mr. Marshall who came of that class, even took pains 
to study the language not only in order to read his 
own paper, but also to know more intimately the 
“Yiddishe gass,” which he loved and labored with 
and for. 

There were many fantastic people in and about 
the press. There still are after all these years. There 
were curious and outlandish features in the Yiddish 
press. There still are. There was idealism and 
vision in the Jewish press. There still is. There 
was vigor and storm and strife coursing through the 
Yiddish press for decades. And there is today 
in 1945. ; 


Else Lasker-Schueler: In Memoriam 


by Alfred Werner 


| mang THE first decades of the past century a 
dozen brilliant Jewesses in Berlin and Vienna 
presided over German Kultur. Theirs was a mild 
and enlightened dictatorship, but a dictatorship 
nevertheless. In their swanky salons the gods of lit- 
erature and art were installed or dethroned, young 
poets were knighted and old ones idolized—or anni- 
hilated by sardonic laughter. Curiously enough, these 
German and Austrian men of letters who ordinarily 
regarded it as beneath their dignity to have social 
intercourse with Hebrew men, fully enjoyed this 
unique regime of a few attractive and witty Jewesses. 
The dean of German literature, Goethe, who never 
quite overcame the anti-Jewish bias of his early 
Frankfort days, exchanged letters of profound friend- 
ship with Sarah von Grotthus and Marianne von 
Eybenberg, daughters of the Jewish businessmen 
Meyer. Dorothea, daughter of Moses Mendelssohn, 
left her insignificant Jewish husband, the banker 
Simon Veit, to live with the brilliant German writer, 
Friedrich von Schlegel. Henriette Herz poured out 
her heart to the Protestant preacher and philosophi- 
cal writer, Friedrich Schleiermacher. Rahel Levin, 
married to the literateur and diplomat, Karl Varn- 
hagen von Ense, entertained in her salon the novelist 
Jean Paul, the dramatist Heinrich von Kleist, the 
scholar and statesman Wilhelm von Humboldt; 
while, not to be outdone by her Prussian competitors, 
the Viennese Fanny von Arnstein had among her il- 
lustrious visitors the famous Theodor Koerner, a 
young patriotic poet. 

Strange to say, none of these brilliant women of 
the Napoleonic and Metternich era created anything 
worth remembering. Even Rahel Levin, the greatest 


of them, left nothing but a collection of thoughtful 
letters, addressed to her numerous friends. Did they 
lack ambition? Or talent? The literary fragments 
they left show unmistakably that some of these Jew- 
esses equalled most of their male Christian contem- 
poraries as far as ability and craftsmanship were con- 
cerned. Their sterility had other reasons. Take the 
most versatile—and most unhappy—of them: Do- 
rothea Mendelssohn. Her romantic and, judged by 
the standards of her time, frivolous novel, Floren- 
tino, was highly praised by Schiller and compared to 
Goethe’s novels by some critics; but it was a frag- 
ment. Her masterly translations from the French 
were credited entirely to her husband, under whose 
name they appeared, while her novel was published 
anonymously. A wild restlessness and dissatisfaction 
—foe of every creative activity—filled her heart 
while she followed her husband “from one folly to 
another.” She forsook Judaism for Protestantism, 
and the latter for Catholicism, leading a sort of Bo- 
hemian life in Berlin, Paris, Cologne, and Vienna. 
Her career ended in Frankfort where she lived on a 
small pension, occupying herself with needlework 
instead of literature. She blamed her frustrations en- 
tirely on “the old Judaism” which she loathed, as . 
she explained in a letter to Schleiermacher. As for 
Rahel, in her youth she felt that her Jewish birth was 
like a “poniard that had been thrust into her heart.” 
It was only at the end of her life that she became 
aware of the peculiar treasure hidden in her Jewish 
heritage. - 

This struggle against the God of Israel, typical of 
the post-Mendelssohnian generation, had a destruc- 
tive effect upon the female Jewish writers and artists 
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of Central Europe perhaps even more than it had 
upon the men. Some biologists think that the inner 
and external traits of a race are more faithfully pre- 
served by women than by men; women hand them 
down from one generation to the next. As woman 
is by nature more sensitive, and her relations with 
the very life of a nation more intimate, her defection 
from her “household gods,” from the sources of her 
life may have a more devastating effect upon her 
soul than the treason of more robust, more unscrupu- 
lous man. In any case, the Jewesses of the salons did 
not gain any happiness or success from their flirta- 
tion with Lutheranism or Catholicism, the romantic 
glorification of German medievalism or the adoption 
of boundless and negative radicalism. One might 
say that, like those Jewesses, their successors in the 
nineteenth and twentieth century usually wasted half 
their talents in the vain endeavor to appear Chris- 
tian, Teutonic, and “modern” like their Gentile com- 
petitors in the field of art. The often strikingly 
beautiful fireworks they produced served merely to 
shed a cold, pitiless light on the unique tragedy of 
ill-advised, full-fledged, rash assimilation. Just con- 
sider the German Jewesses who gained temporary 
fame in the realm of letters. Fanny Lewald will be 
remembered as a champion of woman’s emancipa- 
tion, not as a novelist. Betty Paoli’s name will live 
owing to her association with the Austrian dramatist, 
Grillparzer, not on account of her own elegiac po- 
ems. Anselma Heine, the novelist, is already forgot- 
ten, as would be Paula Dehmel, author of prose and 
verse for children, were it not for the fact that she 
was the wife of an outstanding German poet. As for 
Else Porges Bernstein, the dramatist who adopted the 
pen-name of Ernst Rosmer, she has little more to 
her credit than the libretto of Die Koenigskinder, 
set to music by the Wagnerian Humperdinck. 


The first really great, really Jewish poetess on 
German soil was born about a hundred years after 
Rahel’s birth. Elberfeld on the Wupper in the 
Rhineland, south of the Ruhr Valley, was then an 
important industrial center for the dyeing and man- 
ufacture of textiles. (United with Barmen and other 
neighboring cities in 1929, it was renamed “Wup- 
pertal” and was converted by the Nazis into a huge 
arsenal of weapons.) The wealthy Schuelers were 
one of its foremost Jewish families. Else’s paternal 
great-grandfather was the chief rabbi of the Rhine- 
land and Westphalia. Her own biographical data 
are of minor significance. Born in 1876, she mar- 
ried at an early age the dermatologist, Berthold Las- 
ker (a relative of Eduard Lasker, the statesman) and 
moved with him to Berlin. After her husband’s 
death she became the wife of the expressionist writer 
and composer Lewin, better known by his nom-de- 
plume, Herwarth Walden. Hers was a life of un- 
ceasing poverty, since she did not know how to ad- 
minister the income she derived from selling her 
poems and stories to newspapers and magazines, or 
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from reciting them in cabarets. Her books, hailed 
as masterpieces by a few connoisseurs, had little ap- 
peal to the average reader, and to the reactionary, 
anti-Semitic critics who would not grasp their unu- 
sual beauty and depth, they seemed just the whims 
of a crazy Jewish bluestocking. But her art was ad- 
mired by the outstanding German poet, Richard 
Dehmel, and she enjoyed the friendship of two other 
great men, Peter Hille, the sensitive poet, a wild- 
looking man with an atrocious beard and the soul of 
a child who called her “the Black Swan of Israel,” 
and Franz Marc, the painter of the Blue Horses. 
Their appreciation compensated her for the indif- 
ference and hostility of the rest of her contempo- 
raries. Above all there was her adored son Paul who, 
like his mother, was a gifted draftsman (Else sup- 
plied her books with her own, pathetically beautiful 
illustrations). Unfortunately, to his mother’s deep 
grief, the boy died in his teens. Until 1933 Lasker- 
Schueler lived in Berlin, or, more precisely, in its 
Cafe des Westens. After Hitler’s assumption of 
power she moved to Palestine where she lived in 
Jerusalem until her death in January, 1945. 


But this was only the external life of this strange 
child of God. For the poetess who scribbled illegible 
love letters to her numerous friends, real and _ficti- 
tious, on the marble tables of her Café, delighted if 
one of them paid for her black coffee and rolls, could, 
through a slight effort of her soul, turn into an 
Arabian prince or an Egyptian princess. Through the 
same magic she could convert her equally starved 
friends into owners of stately castles or mighty war- 
riors. In this way she produced a handful of real 
German, or rather Jewish literature in the German 
language that will live as long as men have dreams 
and passions and longing for beauty. 


Yet Else was no female Don Quixote, nor was 
hers a cheap disguise assumed to. fool other people 
and herself. She was, perhaps, the first of all Ger- 
man-Jewish poets, not even excepting the paralyzed 
Heine on his mattress-grave, who knew that she was 
an Oriental by destiny, not by accident, and who de- 
rived all her strength as a writer from this feeling 
of “Anderssein” (being different). As a Jewess, she 
was a foreigner, an Asiatic, and if her phantasy drove 
her to Arabia or Egypt, these countries were only 
part of the anti-Western, fully Oriental world—the 
center of which, according to Else, was Jerusalem. 
“I was born in Thebes, though I happened to see the 
light of the world at Elberfeld in the Rhineland.” 
In a poem she complained about the “cool language” 
of Germany, and she confessed that she could not 
help thinking of the “forests of the Pharaohs” time 
and again (“Immer wieder muss ich an die Phara- 
onenwaelder denken” ). 

A rare bird, this one-hundred and fifty percent 
Jewess in the Germany of 1900-1933. Historians of 
literature, unable fully to grasp this phenomenon, 
put the label “expressionist” on her, just because the 
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literary movement known as expressionism attracted 
a considerable number of semi-lunatics and charla- 
tans who were a great detriment to it. Actually Else 
was married to the editor of the weekly journal of 
revolutionary expressionism, Der Sturm (1910- 
1930), and there was no experiment in literature or 
art bold or atrocious enough to prevent Herwarth 
Walden from publishing it. Some of Else’s work 
also appeared in Der Sturm, and superficially, she 
had much in common with the expressionists, in her 
rejection of the ready-made coined phrase, the cheap 
conventional meters and rhythms. But essentially she 
had nothing in common with them. Expressionism 
was caused by the terrible chaos that lurked beneath 
the surface of the “peaceful” decade preceding the 
first World War. It anticipated the inevitable catas- 
trophe, the upheaval, denouement and revolt to 
come, it was pessimistic even though it sang of a 
future world of peace and happiness. The fear that 
its lofty dreams might be drenched in streams of 
blood was audible even in its most jubilant hymns, 
and it was hopelessly intellectual even though its 
spokesmen, especially the Sturm poets, maintained 
that poetry should appeal not to the brain but to the 
heart. 


Else, however, was cheerful, simple, earthly, a 
lover of light, warmth and color, enjoying the full- 
ness of life as was the immortal singer of the Song of 
Songs. Without pretending to abolish the sorrows of 
the entire world, as the expressionists did, she was 
content to comfort the people of Israel in its hour 
of tribulation. At a time when the game of mimicry 
was lustfully played all over Germany and the Ger- 
man-Jewish poets did not dare to speak except be- 
hind their masks, she was, perhaps, the only Jewish 
poet to realize her heritage and obligations. She sat, 
as Rahel Levin, in a light moment said of herself, 
on the hem of the mantle of her Lord Zebaoth who 
listens to her stories and then fours all the stars of 
heaven into the lap of His Ruth, or His Sulamith. 


Compared to her verse, most of modern German- 
Jewish poetry, with the exception of the verse of 
Beer-Hofmann, Mombert, or Wolfskehl, sounds un- 
convincing and poor. But what the modern poets 
lack is faith rather than ability—that faith which 
caused the extraordinary power of the Biblical 
psalms. The modern Jewish poet, at best, goes out 
to undertake this search or to prove God’s existence 
—but they took it for. granted. And so did Else. 
Hailed by some critics as the new Sheherazade, “sunk 
in harem silks and cushions, or in a moonlit camp 
among the sheiks of the deserts,” said to be “glitter- 
ing with a chill fire in the sarcophagus of some The- 
ban queen,” she was essentially a singer of Israel who 
was at her best when she spoke directly of her be- 
loved people: 
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“Der Fels wird morsch, 
Dem ich entspringe 
Und meine Gotteslieder singe . . . 
Jaeh stuerz ich vom Weg 
Und riesele ganz in mir 
Fernab allein ueber Klagegestein. 


Hab mich so abgestroemt 

Von meines Blutes 

Mostvergorenheit. 

Und immer, immer noch der Widerhall 
In mir, 

Wenn schauerlich gen Ost 

Das morsche Felsgebein, 

Mein Volk, 

Zu Gott schreit.” 


This poem, Mein Volk (My People) was su- 
perbly rendered into English by Babette Deutsch, as 
follows: 


That rock is crumbling 

Whence I spring, 

That rock whereto my hymns I sing... 
Abruptly I sheer from the path, 

And privily 

I purl, far, far across the mourning stones 
Toward the sea. 


I have streamed off 

From the fermenting must 

Of my own blood. 

And still, and still, ever the echo thrills 
In me, 

When shudderingly against the east 
That crumbling rockrib, 

My people, 

Cries to God. 

The book from which the German verses are taken 
is called Hebraetsche Balladen (Berlin, 1920). It 
reminds us of a cycle of poems, headed by a similar 
title, Heinrich Heine’s Hebraeische Melodien that 
appeared seventy years earlier. There is a striking 
difference between the Jewish poetry of a man who 
once coined for his age and generation the phrase that 
Judaism was a misfortune rather than a religion— 
and those of a poetess who belonged to the genera- 
tion of Bialik and Weizmann, who lived to see the 
renaissance of Israel. Heine looked backward, like 
the last morbid offspring of a dynasty that had once 
been powerful and proud, and he recalled Halevi 
and the other great Jewish poets of Spain, as a man, 
in his penury, might yearn for the wealth he had once 
possessed. 

Not so Else. For her, Abel, Abraham and Isaac, 
Jacob and Esau, Joseph and Joshua, David and Jona- 
than, Eve, Hagar, Sulamith and Esther, were no 
shadows of the past, but contemporaries, full of youth 
and strength. She saw them, and therefore required 
no effort to place them before the reader in their 
entire beauty and vigor: 
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“Esther ist schlank wie die Feldpalme, 
Nach ihren Lippen duften die Weizenhalme 
Und die Feiertage, die in Juda fallen” 
(Esther is slender like the palm-tree, her lips trail 
odors of the wheat stalks and holidays in Judea), or 


“Kains Augen sind nicht gottgefaellig, 
‘Abels Angesicht ist ein goldener Garten, 
Abels Augen sind Nachtigallen” 
(Cain’s eyes are not pleasing to God, Abel’s face is 
a golden garden, Abel’s eyes are nightingales), or 


“Jakob war der Bueffel seiner Herde, 
Wenn er stampfte mit den Hufen, 
Spruehte unter ihm die Erde.” 


( Jacob was the bull of his herd, when he stamped his 
hoofs, sparks sprang from the earth) 


German ? Well, one need only glance at 
some of the noble would-be-Oriental poetry of 
Goethe or Rueckert to notice how outspokenly He- 
braic Lasker-Schueler’s verses are. Repetition, remi- 
niscent of the “parallelism” technique of the psalms, 
chisels and hammers the poet’s message into the 
reader’s mind. Her wealth of metaphors, piled lav- 
ishly one upon another, careless of the fear that the 
pile might rise too high, her intoxicating musi¢ is 
so unusual and strong that it would render a com- 
poser’s task extremely difficult. If translated into 
Hebrew by a congenial poet, like the late Rahel 
Blowstein, it might be taken for old Hebrew poetry, 
recently discovered on some palimpsest . . . 


Indeed, Lasker-Schueler’s poetry ought to be made 
accessible to the new unilingual generation of Pales- 
tine. There is one poem, Der alte Tempel in Prag 
(The old synagogue in Prague) which, in nine short 
lines, tells of the Jewish renaissance in modern times: 


“Tausend Jahre zaehlt der Tempel schon in Prag, 
Staubfaellig und ergraut ist laengst sein Ruhetag 
Und die alten Vaeter schlossen seine Gitter. 


Ihre Soehne ziehen nun in die Schlacht, 
Der zerborstene Synagogenstern erwacht 
Und er segnet seine jungen Judenritter. 


Wie ein Gluecksstern ueber Boehmens Judenstadt 
Ganz aus Gold wie nur der Himmel Sterne hat, 
Hinter seinem Glanze beten wieder Muetter.” 


(A thousand years old is the Temple in Prague, 
dusty and gray is its old age, and the old fathers 
closed its gates. But now their sons go out to 
battle, the broken star of the Synagogue is awakened 
and it blesses its young Jewish knights. Like a star 
of good fortune it rises above the Jewish city of 
Bohemia, of the purest gold like the stars in the 
sky, and again, beneath its glory, mothers are pray- 
ing. ) 
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Speaking of translation, we should not forget the _ 


six million English-reading Jews, to whom at least 
a selection of Else’s writings should be made avail- 


able. Such a volume should include English ren- 


derings of her Hebraeische Balladen, but the task of 
translating them is tremendously difficult and re- 
quires a first-rate poet. A few of her stories, such as 
Der Wunderrabbi von Barcelona and Arthur Arony- 
mus (the story of her father) and a good portion of 
Das Hebraeerland should also be included. 

This is her last book (published in 1937 in Switz- 
erland), a travelogue, if you wish—telling of her 
journey straight to God! For she was “nicht He- 
braeerin der Hebraeer willen, aber Gottes willen” 
(aot a Hebrew for the Hebrews’ sake, but for God’s 
sake). To her Palestine was “the land of God’s 
books, Jerusalem—God’s veiled bride.” She lavished 
all her imagery on the land to make it visible to the 
unbelievers, the unconvinced ones, calling Jerusalem 
“the healing bath of the soul . . . the observatory into 
the Beyond . . . the foretaste of heaven.” Herzl she 
called “the dead melekh, the living immortal guide 
who, on his heart’s papyros, unfolded the reconstruc- 
tion plan of the Hebrew land.” A poet's report to 
the nation, covering the whole land from the kin- 
dergartens of Rekhavia up to the eternal glory of 
God. 

Else Lasker-Schueler was one of the contributors 
to the slender volume, Lyrische Dichtung deutscher 
Juden, that appeared in 1920. Two of its authors, 
Max Brod and Ludwig Strauss, are still living in 
Palestine. According to the papers, Else died in 
Jerusalem of pneumonia, 68 years old. But I re- 
fuse to believe that the greatest of all Jewish woman 
poets did pass away. She seems to me immortal, the 
strange lady with the small, delicate figure and the 
enormous, dreamy eyes, seeking ceaselessly the holy 
city with an angel standing before its gates: 


“Ich suche allerhanden eine Stadt, 
Die einen Engel vor der Pforte hat. 
Ich trage seinen grossen Fluegel 
Gebrochen schwer im Schulterblatt 
Und in der Stirne seinen Stern als Siegel. 
Und wandle immer in die Nacht... 
Ich habe Liebe in die Welt gebracht 
Dass blau zu bluehen jedes Herz vermag, 
Und hab ein Leben muede mich gewacht, 
In Gott gehuellt den dunklen Atemschlag.” 


(I search everywhere for a city which has an angel 
before its gates; I carry his great wing broken at 
the shoulder, and on my forehead his star is a seal. I 
ceaselesslly wander about in the night. I have brought 
love into the world so that every heart may blossom 
in blue. I have waked my weary life through, and 
wrapped my dark breath in God.) 
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The Ethics of Power 


by Will Herberg 


Again, the devil taketh him up into an exceeding’ 


high mountain and showeth him all the kingdoms of 
the world, and the glory of them; and saith unto him, 
All these things will I give thee if thou wilt fall 
down and worship me. Then saith Jesus unto him, 
Get thee hence, Satan; for it is written, Thou shalt 
worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
serve.—Matthew 4:8-10 


aia ONCE said that things would never go 
well with society until philosophers became 
kings or kings philosophers. But surely his own ex- 
perience should have taught him that when philoso- 
phers become kings they cease being philosophers, 
and that if kings desire to become philosophers they 
had better abdicate their kingship. For the disinter- 
ested devotion to truth and goodness implied by phil- 
osophy does not go well with the relativities of inter- 
est and expediency, still less with the brutalities and 
injustices inherent in the rule of men. Such is the 
paradox of power: it enters necessarily into every 
aspect of social life, yet it touches nothing that it does 
not corrupt. 


I, ENDS AND MEANS 


This paradox of power has perplexed men from 
the very dawn of human thought but it torments us 
with special poignancy today when power runs ram- 
pant and we see so many fair causes caught in its toils 
and drained of the idealism that once gave them 
meaning. At bottom, it is the problem of the rela- 
tion of means to ends, and is thus one that reappears 
on all levels of human action. 

The best wisdom of mankind, embodied in the 
great religious and ethical systems, teaches us that 
evil means cannot achieve good ends. Such means 
necessarily tend to vitiate the ends they are instituted 
to serve, and this for two reasons. In the first place, 
means in a very real sense enter into the composition 
of the ends they bring into being and thus impart to 
them something of their own moral quality. In the 
second place, perhaps even more importantly, the 
employment of evil means tends to corrupt the hu- 
man agents resorting to them and therefore to cor- 
rupt the end itself, which is after all determined by 
the actions of these very men. So far, therefore, from 
a good end sanctifying evil means, evil means actu- 
ally operate to destroy the good end. 

Yet well-nigh all practical activity, mere self-pre- 
servation even, entails the violation of our own best 
moral insights and standards. We know, deep in our 
moral nature, that all men are brothers whom we 
should treat with the same benevolence as we do our- 
selves. Yet who of us can transact the business of a 


day without transgressing this law a thousand times? 
Every time we eat a full meal while others go hungry 
we offend the law of our moral life. 

If such is the case with individual conduct how 
much more so is it on the social plane. Virtually all 
activity on this plane involves the use of means that 
are at the very least equivocal. The most elementary 
form of social organization, the barest rudiments of 
social justice, are impossible without the exertion of 
power at some point. Yet we know that the essence 
of power is coercion, the subjection of the wills of 
others, the violation of their personal autonomy and 
by that much their enslavement. We recognize the 
profound truth of the moral intuition shared alike by 
Judeo-Christian theology, authentic Marxism, and 
anarchism, that power of men over men is inherently 
wrong and an evidence of human sinfulness. But we 
cannot do without power. And so we do violence to 
maintain order, we engage in repressions to secure 
freedom, we resort to coercion to establish justice. Is 
it any wonder that our order, our liberty, and our jus- 
tice, are tainted from their very birth? Our finest 
ideals are debased as soon as they are implemented by 
power, our highest excellence can hardly withstand 
its corrosion. “Is not the degradation of mysticism 
into politics a common law?” asks Charles Péguy. 

We do not have to go far afield to see the work- 
ings of this law. Look at the trade union movement. 
The most idealistic union administration—one com- 
posed entirely of sincere, high-minded men, intent 
only upon serving their members and putting into 
effect a genuinely constructive program—even such 
an administration, once in office, turns “practical” 
and “realistic”; it must. It is immediately confronted 
with a vast and complex power system that cannot be 
dismantled without destroying the organization. 
Sooner or later, it is also confronted with an opposi- 
tion that—unscrupulously, demagogically, let us 
grant—exploits moods of dissatisfaction and discon- 
tent among the members; and such moods are bound 
to arise, for even the best administration cannot con- 
jure away the effects of adverse conditions. Caught 
in this predicament, the new idealistic administration, 
in order to beat back the onslaughts of those whom it 
quite justly regards as unscrupulous demagogues, is 
driven to resort to dubious practises it had once ve- 
hemently denounced and which it still sincerely de- 
plores. It is compelled to build and operate a political 
machine of its own, feeding on patronage and favors. 
Everything is of course quite legitimate by existing 
standards but it is no longer the old idealism, and it 
becomes less and less so as time goes on. 
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Beginning with the very best of intentions, desir- 
ous of power not for its own sake but in order to im- 
plement a constructive program, the idealist in office 
insensibly passes over to an increasingly exclusive ab- 
sorption with power as such. This is the inescapable 
logic of power politics, but without power politics 
there is no administering or running a union. 

Even the relative innocence of individual behavior 
is impossible on the social level. As a private indi- 
vidual a man may give freely of his substance to his 
neighbor in need, but can he do so as banker or mer- 
chant? One may forgive a sinner and tell him to go 
and sin no more, but not if one is a judge passing sen- 
tence on a criminal. A man may gladly sacrifice his 
personal interests for the sake of another, but can a 
statesman sacrifice the interests of his nation or a 
union leader those of his organization in the name of 
altruism? Unselfishness, goodwill, and decency are 
basic imperatives of moral life, but what chance have 
they in the clash of contending social interests? 

In an article in an earlier issue of this journal’ I 
posed this problem as related to socialism in a some- 
what different context but still sufficiently relevant to 
the present purpose to bear repetition here. 

Under modern conditions, social goals are hardly to 
be achieved without the exertion of political power. It 
is one of the enduring teachings of Marx that to be 
effective the socialist movement must be in some sense 
a political movement, preoccupied with the acquisition 
and employment of power. But does it need much argu- 
ment to prove that preoccupation with power tends to 
vitiate the very ends for which power is sought? The con- 
ditions under which power is acquired, the ways in which 
it is used, the effect it has on the organizations and peo- 
ple who habitually exercise it, are hardly such as to en- 
courage the moral idealism that must animate a new 
socialist order.. Power is a two-edged sword that may 
maim and destroy its wielder. And yet can socialism 
abjure the struggle for power? 

The struggle for power in the present-day world is a 
mass struggle, the clash of the massed forces of society. 
In order to rouse the masses to fighting pitch, socialism 
is led to cultivate hatred, fanaticism, and intolerance as 
militant virtues; to stir up envy, suspicion, and ill will 
among men. In the interest of the class struggle it is 
tempted to exploit the dark demonic passions of the 
human soul. And to what end? In order to gain the 
power to inaugurate upon earth the kingdom of human 
solidarity and good will! Was ever a social movement 
caught in so fatal a contradiction? Hatred has an inex- 
orable logic of its own, a logic of destruction and self- 
destruction. And yet can the struggle for power be con- 
ducted in a spirit of humanity and love? 


Every ideal is thus threatened with deformation 
and corruption by the attempt to realize it with the 
weapons of the world, by the very activities that are 
instituted to achieve it. Yet act we must—and so, 
despite all misgivings, we are compelled to let ends 
justify means after all. 

The problem is greatly complicated by the equivo- 
cal character of our ideals. There is no ideal how- 
ever pure that is not compounded to some degree 


sane “The Crisis of Socialism,” JEWISH FRONTIER, September, 
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with the self-interest of those who promote it. The 
great statesman devotes his life to the welfare of his 
people, but is he not also serving his self-esteem and 
love of power? The selfless revolutionary dedicates 
himself to the struggle against social injustice, but is 
he not also finding an outlet for his obscure hates and 
resentments? The philanthropist showers benefits 
on his less fortunate brothers, but is not his gener- 
osity as well a display of superiority as an expression 
of pity? Even the saint in his humility, does he not 
exalt himself in the pride of his humility? To the 
impurity of our weapons must therefore be added the 
ambiguity of our cause. 

The compounding of motives is again particularly 
insidious on the social level. Men will do things in 
the name of their nation, their class, or their party 
that they would shudder at doing for their own ad- 
vantage. It is not merely a question of falling short 
of ideal standards. There is not an atrocity on the 
calendar—cruelty, murder, treachery, deceit, oppres- 
sion—that perfectly upright men will not commit to 
advance a cause to which they have given their alle- 
giance. This evil they do with good conscience, in- 
deed with a glow of self-righteousness, for it is now 
stripped of the odium of selfishness and is sanctified 
by the holiness of their cause. Blinded by an idola- 
trous loyalty and deceived by the personal unselfish- 
ness of their conduct, they do not see that their ideal- 
ism is but the service of a collective selfishness in 
which their own evil impulses find expression. 


Nowhere are motives more mixed, nowhere are 
ideals more deeply entangled with interests, than in 
power situations. And nowhere is the blighting ef- 
fect of the impurity of means more disastrous. 
“Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts abso- 
lutely,” Lord Acton once declared and all experience 
rises to bear him out. The lust for power easily pen- 
etrates the most idealistic cause, for all causes, even 
the most idealistic, require power for their realization 
in history. But power is not long content to remain a 
mere instrumentality. It has a logic and imperatives 
of its own. Invoked to implement the cause, it ulti- 
mately replaces it as the object of endeavor. Power 
becomes its own end, pursued and cultivated for its 
own sake. The forms and symbols of the old cause, 
with a varying measure of their original vitality, re- 
main as the idealistic camouflage behind which the 
game of power may be played with easy conscience 
and with sufficient appearance of decency to prevent 
the disillusionment and demoralization of those 
whose faith makes the game at all possible. The 
man who wields power, however humane his im- 
pulses or idealistic his motives, falls gradually under 
its spell. He becomes obsessed with it, lives only to 
preserve and magnify it. Power becomes the god, the 
demon he worships, at whose altar he is driven to sac- 
rifice all that is best in him and his ideals. 


Admittedly, this road to destruction is not as a rule 
pursued to the bitter end. Yet all experience unites 
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to prove that we have in this pattern the inner ten- 
dency of power in history. 
II. ATTITUDES TO POWER 

On the question of power, as on the more general 
problem of the relevance of moral standards to prac- 
tical action, there are two diametrically opposed atti- 
tudes that may be conveniently designated as perfec- 
tionism and Machiavellianism. 

Perfectionism holds that the absolute imperatives 
of the moral law can be literally embodied in con- 
duct if only the will is present. It sees purely ideal 
possibilities as practical courses of action and there- 
fore refuses to countenance any deviation or defec- 
tion from them. It knows nothing of the clash of ir-* 
reconcilable interests in social life and sees in strife 
and injustice little more than the fruit of a deplor- 
able moral blindness. It shows no understanding of 
the tragic predicament in which man finds himself in 
the real world where whatever he may do in any situ- 
ation is bound to fall short of his own ideal standards 
and stand condemned by his own ideal self. 

At its best, perfectionism is a wholesome product 
against the corrupting relativities of practical life. 
As monasticism, it offers an inspiring example of the 
possibilities of a life of unworldly innocence; as paci- 
fism, it is an anguished outcry against the monstrous 
crime of war; as non-resistance, it is a living witness 
to the gospel of goodwill that we all acknowledge to 
be the highest reach of man’s moral achievement. 
But perfectionism has its less attractive sides as well. 
Its sublime utopianism too often degenerates into a 
fatuous optimism which expects all conflict and ill- 
will to disappear at the mere preaching of the word 
of love. And when sad experience brings home the 
futility of these illusions, perfectionism only too eas- 
ily turns into a blighting cynicism to which all 
courses are equally bad and all prospects equally 
hopeless. Cynicism is after all simply idealism gone 
sour. 

Perfectionism logically implies non-participation 

in the decisions and activities of social life. It abjures 
power as the essence of evil and therefore can offer 
no guidance in the moral perplexities of men who 
find themselves inextricably involved in power situa- 
tions. 
* 2. Machiavelli himself was not a Machiavellian in this sense, 
if one goes not by The Prince alone but by his writings as a whole, 
particularly the Discourses on Livy—just as Marx was not a Marxian 
in the common acceptation of the term. 

3. This alignment of perfectionist and Machiavellian bears some 
resemblance to Arthur Koestler’s suggestive classification of Yogi 
and Commissar (“The Yogi and the Commissar,” Horizon, June 
1942). The Yogi believes in change from within; nothing can 
be improved by external organization. He has no use for power, 
which obviously can operate only from without and can do nothing 
but damage the inner life. He is a perfectionist as a matter of 
course. The Commissar, on the other hand, is the apostle of regi- 
mentation. He believes that all ills may be cured by the reform 
or transformation of society. He has implicit faith in power and 
no qualms whatever about its use. He is a Machiavellian of the 
“Marxian” brand. 

4. See chaps. VII and VIII, “Man as Sinner,” in The Nature 
and Destiny of Man, by Reinhold Niebuhr. Every paragraph of 


this article bears witness to my immense indebtedness to Mr. 
Niebuhr’s writings. 
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Machiavellianism,’ on the other hand, knows all 
about power for it prides itself on its utter realism. 
It denies that moral standards, authoritative though 
they may be for private conduct, have any relevance 
to politics. The only valid criterion is success; power 
justifies power and everyth‘ng necessary to attain and 
preserve it. In short, Machiavellianism is open and 
unashamed worship of the devil.’ 

Traditional Marxism—particularly communism— 
entertains a curious two-sided attitude towards power, 
compounded of both perfectionism and Machiavel- 
lianism. Its interim ethic—valid until that far distant 
day when the true socialist society shall have been 
firmly established—is frankly Machiavellian: powet 
is the thing—everything is justified if it contributes 
to the triumph of socialism—moral scruples are 
mere “bourgeois prejudices.” But since it believes 
that all conflict and strife among men are the result 
of economic privilege, which will be wiped out with 
the triumph of the cause, Marxism concludes that in 
the socialist society of the future perfectionism will 
prevail—mutuality, goodwill, ‘and universal har- 
mony will be the rule of everyday life. Ultimate uto- 
pianism thus sustains and sanctifies a provisional 
Machiavellianism of unrestrained power politics. 

Perfectionism demands that action, public as well 
as private, be the direct exemplification of ideal stan- 
dards. Machiavellianism denies the relevancy of 
such standards for politics. Traditional Marxism’s 
view is divided, agreeing with one for the now and 
with the other for the hereafter. Clearly in none of 
these philosophies can we hope to find the light we 
seek on power. For that we need a much more pro- 
found insight and a much more dialectical approach 
to the problem. 

The will to power is rooted deep in man’s spiritual 
nature. It springs from man’s sinful efforts to tran- 
scend the limitations and insecurities of his creaturely 
existence. Immersed in nature yet transcending it by 
virtue of his freedom, fixed in the finite and relative 
yet filled with “immortal longings,” man is pervaded 
with a profound sense of disquiet and insecurity in 
life. This insecurity he strives to overcome, this dis- 
quiet he strives to allay, either by losing himself in 
the flux of organic impulse perverted from its natural 
function, which is sensuality, or by attempting to 
play the god through an assertion of power over his 
fellow-creatures by subjecting them to his will. The 
urge to power, however disguised, refined, or subli- 
mated, is thus the heritage of every man simply be- 
cause he is man.° 

Power is thus an inescapable necessity in all social 
situations but it is a necessary evil. Perfectionism de- 
nies the necessity; Machiavellianism denies the evil. 
Both are wrong because neither can understand the 
conflict between ideal standards and the moral inertia 


of life. 








22 


Yet though evil is inescapable, the relevance and 
authority of the moral law is not thereby denied. 
Ideal standards, though impossible of achievement 
amidst the intractable forces of human life, are 
directly pertinent to human action. They are tran- 
scendent principles of aspiration, criticism, and judg- 
ment. They point the goal of moral striving and 
generate the dynamic of moral effort. They provide 
a touchstone by which we may discriminate the bet- 
ter from the worse, while recognizing the imperfec- 
tion of all our alternatives. Above all, they stand 
over us as an eternal judgment reminding us that the 
bést we can do is none too good and warning us 
against converting the inescapable necessities of prac- 
tical life into standards of right and good. Allegiance 
to the authority of the moral law is the worship of a 
holy God and the worship of a holy God, Niebuhr 
tell us,’ 

saves the soul from taking satisfaction in its partial 

achievement in a situation where all moral achievement 

is qualified by the relativities of time and circumstance. 

It inculcates a wholesome spirit of humility which gives 

the soul no peace in any virtue while higher virtue is 

attainable. 

Allegiance to the “impossible” ideals of the moral 
law is justified even in short-range pragmatic terms, 
for again as Niebuhr points out:" 

Moral action which lacks some reference to an abso- 
lute standard and some ultra-rational dynamic inevitably 
falls short even of satisfying the social necessities. It 
ends are always too immediate and its perspective is too 
narrow. 

Unswerving allegiance to the “impossible” ideals 
of the moral law preserves one, compelled though he 
be to wield power, from succumbing to its blandish- 
ments and prostrating himself before it in idolatrous 
worship. It keeps one ever alert to the perils of 
power and to its possible injustices and oppressions. 
It acts as an inner check upon excesses and corrup- 
tions, supplementing and strengthening whatever 
outer checks are provided for in social institutions. It 
arouses the uneasy conscience that is the only safe- 
guard of the moral life amidst the pitfalls of power. 


But it does not purge power of its evil or of its 
peril. Nothing on earth can. Human life is at best 
a perilous enterprise and our one chance of moral 
safety lies in taking every step with a full conscious- 
ness of the danger involved, with a deep conviction 
of the utter inadequacy of the best we can do in the 
light of ideal possibilities. Out of this tension— 
poignantly reflected in St. Paul’s heartrending cry, 
“For the good that I would, I do not; but the evil 
which I would not, that I do,’—grows the tragic 
sense of life, of its possibilities and limitations, of its 
grandeurs and miseries, in which the perplexed soul 
can at least find a measure of relief. 





5. Does Civilization Need Religion? p. 51. In this and the 
following quotations there has been a slight rearrangement. 


6. Does Civilization Need Religion? p. 142. 
7. The Social Contract, chap. VII. 
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Ill. THE CONTROL OF POWER 


Power is the most dangerous social force with 
which men have to contend. How and to what de- 


gree may it be controlled? 

There are easy solutions but they cannot satisfy us. 
Simple moralism sees no great difficulty in drawing 
the fangs of power by appealing to man’s “better 
nature.” It has no understanding of the compulsions 
of the power situation. Simple rationalism and sim- 
ple naturalism hope to render power-wielding man 
harmless either by enlightening him or by removing 
his unfortunate fixations and complexes. They do 
not see that the thirst for power is rooted not in ig- 
norance or in the accidental frustrations of life but in 
the very nature of man. Equally futile is the simple 
“economism” of the socialists, who are confident that 
once economic injustice and class conflict are abol- 
ished no one will any longer have any interest in 
abusing power. They too do not see how deeply the 
power drive is rooted in the nature of man, much 
deeper than the superficial layers of economic in- 
terest, nor does it seem to occur to them that power 
creates its own interest and feeds itself. 


The control of power is primarily institutional. 
The social system must be so arranged—through 
pluralistic devices of decentralization and devolution, 
through appropriate checks and balances, as to make 
impossible the concentration of excessive power at 
any point. In its political aspects, in so far as it affects 
the state, this has been the Anglo-American political 
tradition stemming from Locke. Its basic concept is 
constitutional democracy in contrast to the despotic 
democracy of Rousseau for whom the state is “com- 
posed of all, can have no interest contrary to theirs 
(and) hence need give no guarantees to the sub- 
jects.” 


The two opposed conceptions are rooted in al- 
together different views of human nature. Human 
nature is essentially rational and good, the Rousseau- 
ist argument runs; hence the masses of men may be 
safely entrusted with the control of the state which 
need not be curbed in any way. Such unlimited mass 
democracy, by eradicating the bad institutions that 
corrupt human nature, would eliminate all possiblity 
of the unwise or unjust use of power. 


It is surely unnecessary at this point to insist how 
utterly shallow this argument is, how completely it 
falsifies human nature and history. 


If human beings were actually good and virtuous 
by nature, as the Rousseauistic conception maintains, 
the system of benevolent despotism might plausibly 
be urged, for then one human being, wise and good, 
might conceivably be safely entrusted with the fate 
and welfare of others. But precisely because egotism, 
self-aggrandizement, and the thirst for power are 
inherent and ineradicable in human nature, for that 
very reason would it be fatal to entrust one human 
being with wide or unrestricted power over others. 
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The social system must protect men against this 
danger, and the only social system that can do so is 
constitutional democracy with both rulers and masses 
restrained, restricted, and controlled for the security 
of the people against their rulers on the one hand, 
and of minorities and individuals against both rulers 
and people on the other. 

The limitations and restraints of civil government and 

a legal constitution (writes David Hume) may be de- 

fended either from reason, which, reflecting on the 

great frailty and corruption of human nature, teaches 
that no man may safely be trusted with unlimited au- 
thority; or from experience and history, which informs 
us of the enormous abuses that ambition, in every age 

and country, has been found to make so imprudent a 

confidence.* 

This is precisely the point of view that runs 
through the Federalist papers and was the accepted 
philosophy of the Founding Fathers of our American 
nation. It is still the best wisdom for our age. 

As it was developed in the seventeenth and eigh- 
teenth centuries, this social philosophy was conceived 
as applying only to the political order. The historical 
limitations of the time made any extension to eco- 
nomic life premature. Developments during the past 
century have conclusively demonstrated, however, 
that dangerous concentrations of power may occur 
in economics as well as in politics—that indeed the 
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two forms of power are essentially convertible. The 
fundamental principle of constitutional democracy 
must therefore be extended to the economic realm. 
This is democratic socialism. 

The significance of institutional controls on power 
extends far beyond their mere mechancial operation. 
Not only do they protect the governed from oppres- 
sion but they protect the governors from corruption. 
Restriction of the amount of power that any one man 
may accumulate in his hands reduces the temptation 
to sacrifice everything for the sake of power. It per- 
mits a more harmonious balance of motives and in- 
terests, in which ideal ends need not be wholly lost. 
It promotes in rulers a wholesome humility which 
discourages inordinate pretensions to play the role 
of gods and saviors of their peoples. In short, in 
accordance with Lord Acton’s maxim, by limiting 
power it limits the corrupting effects of power. 

Yet institutions, even the best, are no certain 
guarantee against the abuse of power, not even in- 
stitutions animated by the contrite consciousness that 
understands the degree to which the moral values of 
life are embattled in man’s soul and imperilled in 
the world. In an ultimate sense, there are no certain 
guarantees; the problem is insoluble. But then, as 
Niebuhr so truly remarks, “democracy is a method 
of finding proximate solutions of insoluble prob- 
lems.” 


“National Budgeting’ 


by Saadia Gelb 


A MONG THE by-products of the ban on con- 
ventions proclaimed by War Mobilization Di- 
rector James Byrnes, was a temporary respite in a 
long-standing controversy in Jewish life. The 
proposition of “National Budgeting,” which three 
months ago again loomed as an issue on the Jewish 
horizon, was quietly disposed of when the said ban 
necessitated the sudden cancellation of the annual 
National Assembly of the Council of Jewish Federa- 
tions and Welfare Funds. Forces began to align 
themselves in a manner reminiscent of events four 
years ago, when the issue agitated every Jewish com- 
munity in the United States. While the clash was 
averted, the question remains unsettled and will 
doubtless arise again at future assemblies. 

What is National Budgeting, and whence its ex- 
plosive power? To understand the proposal and its 
implications one must consider recent trends in Jew- 
ish community organization. Approximately since 
1929 the movement for establishing joint fund-rais- 
ing organizations, known by the generic name of 


8. Essays Moral and Political, by David Hume. 
9. The Children of Light and the Children of Darkness, p. 118. 


Welfare Funds, has developed in America. This 
form of organization yielded a measure of coordina- 
tion and efficiency in an. otherwise chaotic state of 
affairs. An energetic, unified annual drive for funds 
replaced a multitude of solicitations, with their high 
cost of collection, numerous rivalries, and accom- 
panying annoyances. The W elfare Funds had a par- 
ticular appeal to businessmen and large contributors, 
who preferred to meet their obligations by an ade- 
quate one-time grant, rather than by fractionated 
gifts calling for an expenditure of time and an in- 
dividual evaluation of each request. So great was the 
attraction of an annual drive that within a short 
period of time it became the accepted policy in the 
major cities. In 1932 a National Council of Welfare 
Funds and Federations was formed to deal with mu- 
tual problems, and to provide factual information 
for the guidance of its constituents. The council had 
only 12 members at its founding; it now numbers 
262 member agencies in 230 communities. It is 
estimated that there is joint fund-raising in about 
400 communities, including 170 communities not 
affiliated with the national organization. 
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This is not the occasion for evaluating the Wel- 
fare Fund movement and its implications. Suffice it 
to say that national and local experience during the 
last decade and a half offers considerable justification 
for many claims of its early adherents, and simul- 
taneously highlights its limitations and inherent dif- 
ficulties. For the present we will confine ourselves 
to one aspect of Welfare Fund activities, perhaps its 
most delicate problem, that of budgeting. 

From the beginning the question of how to divide 
the money was perplexing. How many agencies 
should be included and how should the money be 
distributed? What criteria should govern the divi- 
sion between local, national, and overseas needs? 
Should quotas be determined on basis of population, 
economic status, ability to get funds, or national 
averages? What may an agency do whose applica- 
tion for funds is denied?, Should an attempt be made 
to include all possible ‘beneficiaries or should the 
number be restricted? Should allocations be made in 
advance of the campaign on a percentage basis, or 
afterwards when the amounts available is known? 

Corresponding perplexities confronted national 
agencies in setting their annual quotas for local ap- 
plications. If an agency presented its actual mini- 
mum budget, it risked the possibility of getting re- 
ductions which might necessitate curtailment of vital 
functions. Agencies operating on flexible budgets 
did not know whether to submit a minimum, maxi- 
mum, or median budget, for in all cases they would 
lend themselves to misinterpretation. Zionist funds 
were at a perpetual disadvantage. They could never 
submit anything but the most minimal requests, 
since their possible maximal budgets were virtually 
unlimited. Yet they had to compete with requests 
which were in some cases inflated for bargaining pur- 
poses. New agencies were confronted by the di- 
lemma of whether to present a realistic modest budg- 
et and be doomed to small income in the future, 
or to request large sums and develop the scope of 
their program according to receipts. Relief agencies 
like the Joint Distribution Committee, which cur- 
tailed their expenditures temporarily because of war- 
time financial restrictions, had to determine the ex- 
tent of a legitimate reserve in anticipation of postwar 
needs. 

The solutions of all these problems have evolved 
pragmatically and far from uniformly. Every com- 
munity and every applying agency adopted the 
method most suitable for its specific circumstances. 
There is a complicated process of negotiation between 
agencies and communities. Among the criteria used 
in determining grants to agencies have been the 
amounts collected nationally by an agency prior to 
the establishment of the Welfare Fund. To this 
amount was applied a percentage based on the quota 
which the community might be expected to provide 
on a population basis. Local contributors, pressure 
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groups, allocations by other cities, and above all, dis- 
cussions in budget committees and general meetings 
affected the final decisions. Frequently the action of 
a community was disputed by a national agency. At 
times the disagreements were so fundamental as to 
cause agencies to withdraw and to conduct indepen- 
dent campaigns. Some cities refused to commit them- 
selves to any figure in advance but set their goal as 
high as possible and distributed whatever money was 
actually available. Each community developed pro- 
fessional and lay leaders who reviewed all budgets 
and who were able to understand the essential facts 
underlying the maze of facts, figures, charts, claims 
and counter claims. Not a very orderly picture— 


but it works. 
* on” * 


In the total budgeting activity the Council of Jew- 
ish Federations and Welfare Funds (CJFWF) ex- 
ercised and continues to exercise significant influence. 
As the central agency it supplies analyses and other 
information for the use of its members. Local budget 
committees have relied upon its findings and have 
carefully considered its many bulletins, studies, sug- 
gestions for methods, and have utilized fully its 
qualified personnel. It was natural for a central or- 
ganization, viewing the serious difficulties of its con- 
stituents, to consider a program for alleviating them. 
Thus was born the proposal for the establishment of 
a National Advisory Budget Service. 

After a series of resolutions at regional confer- 
ences requesting some form of advice from the CJF- 
WF, not only regarding the facts submitted by the 
various agencies but also including an evaluation 
of the quality of their work, a definite motion was 
introduced at the National Assembly held in Atlanta 
in 1941. It called for the establishment of “a na- 
tional advisory budget service which would carry on 
an intensive fact finding program on the activities and 
finances of national and overseas agencies appealing 
to local communities for support, and help local com- 
munities evaluate the relative needs of the separate 
agency appeals. The national advisory budgeting 
committee would be provided with proper facilities 
for the evaluation of agencies. As opportunity al- 
lowed and fact finding facilities were made available, 
sub-committees would be appointed to specialize in 
the study of each different field of service.” 

The storm of controversy which preceded the in- 
troduction of the proposal reached its peak at At- 
lanta. The contenders mustered all available forces 
only to discover that the delegate status of the vari- 
Ous representatives was unclear, so that a referendum 
was necessary. The referendum resulted in a small 
majority sustaining the motion. However, feelings 
ran so high and the matter was so controversial that 
the board of directors’ meeting at Chicago in 1942 
adopted a compromise recommendation, in which the 
fact-finding program was accepted but the evalua- 
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tional program was deleted. It was decided in At- 
lanta that the matter would not be discussed for three 
years, during which time it was believed greater 
unanimity might crystallize. 

The stage was set for resuming the discussion at 
the National Assembly: originally scheduled to be 
held in Cincinnati February 9-11, 1945. Since the 
Assembly was cancelled by the Byrnes regulation 
the proposal for national budgeting was presented 
to the board of directors for its action. The board is 
currently being polled, after which the member agen- 
cies would again express their reactions. The issue 
is thus once more current. 

* # * 

The advocates of national budgeting claim that 
national budgeting will provide communities with 
a fuller understanding of the needs of all agencies 
and with “a reasonable gauge of their own respon- 
sibilities.” It would help fund-raising by basing ap- 
peals “on authoritative and unquestioned facts and 
figures, objectively and fairly interpreted, rather than 
on competitive and often conflicting pressures.” Em- 
phasis is placed on the fact that “it will encourage 
a development of more specific and realistic budgets 
by each of the national and overseas agencies.” 
Above all it would provide specific answers to spe- 
cific questions which communities and individual con- 
tributors request constantly. 

The proponents vehemently deny that national 
budgeting would deprive any agency of its autonomy 
or responsibilities. They stress that the proposal calls 
for advice and not compulsion, and recommenda- 
tions of the budgeting service cannot possibly be 
considered mandatory. Obviously, they contend, no 
individual would be asked to serve on the advisory 
committee who is opposed to any important Jewish 
cause. The freedom of local contributors or local 
communities would not be infringed for in the last 
analysis any recommendation might be adhered to, 
accepted in part, or rejected in toto. 

In “a Manual for Discussion in Contention with 
the Referendum” issued by the CJFWF in 1941, ob- 
jections to “national budgeting” ranging from fears 
as to the effect on local autonomy to accusations of 
sinister motives of increased plutocratic control of 
all Jewish life were listed and refuted, in as able and 
objective a manner as one could ask for. Bearing in 
mind that the board of directors had approved the 
proposal by an overwhelming majority, and that the 
original committee of 18 dealing with the proposal 
supported it with only three dissenting votes, it 
might logically have been expected that the referen- 
dum would demonstrate overwhelming support for 
national budgeting. The fact that the results, as al- 
ready stated, were a bare majority in favor indicate 
that the cogent arguments of the proponents are not 
fully convincing as they might appear at first blush. 

Upon careful consideration of the entire problem, 
one is impressed by the fact that it is possible to grant 
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all the objections to present forms of budgeting with- 
out necessarily concluding that national budgeting 
is the solution. Organizationally speaking, budget- 
ary difficulties reflect the inadequacy of Jewish com- 
munal structure. In the absence of universally rec- 
ognized Jewish communities with power to enforce 
decisions, all activity is purely voluntary. It is in- 
evitable that in strictly voluntary associations indi- 
vidual initiative and divergent points of view will 
find fuller opportunities for expression than other- 
wise. National budgeting deals with a symptom of 
our organizational malady rather than the underly- 
ing cause. 

It is a false assumption that those who have 
banded together for the purpose of fund raising are 
ipso facto the most qualified to determine its expen- 
diture. Decisions by local budget committees, 
though made by a fund-raising body, reflect a give 
and take relation between recipient and giver, whose 
beneficial results may not materialize if the giver is 
altogether enthroned as judge and superior. Substan- 
tial sections of the Jewish population—such as intel- 
lectuals, lower economic groups, organized workers, 
orthodox congregations, clergy, fraternal groups, 
landsmanshaften, and unorganized Jews—may ac- 
quiesce and be reconciled to the present inadequate 
method, knowing that the national fund-raising or- 
ganizations represent their respective points of view, 
and, as national organizations, are a match for the 
individual community. They might become much 
more vociferous if the CJFWF weighted the prepon- 
derance of power on one side. 

The reply that national budgeting would be mere- 
ly advisory begs the question. The logical conse- 
quence of centralized planning and organization 
would be slowly to transform advisory judgments 
into de facto decisions. A member at a local budget 
committee meeting would be practically impotent to 
counterpose his opinion against that of national ex- 
perts and “objective” impartial evaluators. Nor is it 
likely that national fund-using agencies could suc- 
cessfully challenge the spokesmen of the combined 
Welfare Funds, whose grants make possible their 
very existence. One need not impute sinister or ulte- 
rior motives to suggest that a realistic awareness of 
the situation would cause the various fund-using 
agencies (beginning with the small and weak ones 
but ending with the largest and strongest) to toe the 
mark. 


Opponents of national budgeting in 1941 argued 
that its tendency would be to reduce the total 
amounts collected because of the normal inclination 
of the Council to “protect” its members. Support of 
such fears is to be found in the 1945 discussions of 
the Budget Research Committee, which dwelt upon 
the problem of determining minimum budgets. One 
may well conclude that few communities will volun- 
tarily increase their commitments beyond the mini- 
mum. Since budgets can always be pared by reduc- 
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ing or discounting functions, the pressure toward 
economy might become a paralyzing rather than a 
stimulating influence. 

The existence of duplicating agencies has been 
cited as evidence in support of the need for national 
budgeting. Again the conclusion is not necessarily 
justified. Various agencies operate in the same or re- 
lated fields not always because of “vested interests” 
(though there are such, too) but fundamentally be- 
cause of varying approaches to problems. The mat- 
ter calls for solution, but not by “objective” evalua- 
tions of the qualitative effectiveness of the expendi- 
ture of funds. An agency with a correct approach 
may be more poorly financed, and consequently less 
effective, than the agency with a false approach but 
abundant funds. 


An example now agitating Welfare Fund leaders 
is the world-wide campaign for a $10,000,000 fund 
for relief recently announced by the World Jewish 
Congress. Clearly the fund will be used in an area 
previously considered the “monopoly” of the Joint 
Distribution Committee. But the World Jewish 
Congress did not maintain that the quality of JDC 
activities was inadequate within its terms of refer- 
ence (except in the granting of subventions to gov- 
ernments and other isolated instances). The Con- 
gress stressed the present-day inadequacy of the 
whole JDC program and the need for additional 
funds to be expended on the basis of the changed 
conditions in 1945, rather than on the basis of pro- 
cedures established in 1918. Would a committee of 
“high minded, objective” men resolve this problem 
on the basis of budgeting studies? Political consider- 
ations, evaluations of approach, international orien- 
tation, historical perspective, and a host of intan- 
gibles are at least as valid factors as that of pure 
budgetary analysis. Can anyone but the Jewish Com- 
munity as a whole presume to solve such a funda- 
mental issue? 


It is not essential to link fact-finding with qualita- 
tive evaluations, as proved by the expansion of the 
research program of the CJFWF during the last 
three years. Local lay and professional leaders should 
continue to receive full information, and in the ab- 
sence of instructions or advice will evaluate pro- 
grams on the basis of their own best judgment. The 
sum of individual judgments is more likely to com- 
pensate for local inequalities and pressures than the 
judgment of a small committee. The “inefficiency” 
of the process is a small price to pay for the greater 
democracy and fuller active participation of local 
leaders. 

* * * 

The whole problem might assume a different as- 
pect if national budgeting were proposed as the func- 
tion of a truly representative body of American 
Jewry, such as the American Jewish Conference was 
intended to be. In such a body, in which all groups 
are democratically represented, recommendations 





ope 











Marcu, 1945 


would have the force of public opinion, based on rep- 
resentative delegates rather than upon the evalua- 
tions of individuals, who, no matter how honest and 
high minded, represent no one but themselves. That 
the national CFJWF might not be the proper agency 
for reviewing national budgets was recognized by 
several major cities, who recently suggested that the 
larger communities set up a committee of their own 
for purposes of analysis and review. 

Some indication of the tendencies operating with- 
in the CFJWF itself may be gleaned from develop- 
ments to date. In 1941, when originally proposed in 
committee (nationally) only three objected to na- 
tional budgeting. At the full Board meeting the 
same year only five voted nay. The roughly fifty-fifty 
vote on the referendum showed, however, that the 
real alignment of opinion was altogether different 
from that of the national leadership. In the light of 
these results one might view critically the insistent 
claim that the real demand for a National Budgeting 
Service derives from local communities. (One must 
not confuse the demand for facts and the recognition 
of difficulties with a desire for national budgeting.) 
Later, in 1945, the national leadership, which had 
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manifestly run far ahead of its membership (or 
lagged behind), reversed itself. Out of thirteen votes 
on the Budget Research committee of the CJFWF, 
only three were unequivocally in favor of the full 
national budgeting program. Two were opposed and 
the others favored varying compromise alternatives. 

The problem of budgeting is corollary to the fun- 
damental issue of Jewish community organization. 
Until democratic kehbillot (community organiza- 
tions) are established, at which time a more orderly 
fiscal program would be adopted, the budgeting pro- 
cess now in operation holds greatest promise for 
equitable and satisfying results. Every organization 
should be scrutinized for its expenditures, program, 
accomplishments, deficiencies, and relationship to 
the total program. Full facts should be secured and 
publicized. The research activity initiated by CIFWF 
should be continued and expanded in scope. National 
budgeting, however, is uncalled for at this time be- 
cause of its inability to meet the problems requiring 
solution. It may impede the work of national organ- 
izations and will certainly not aid progress toward a 


. democratic communal organization of American 


Jewry. 





Advocate for the Jewish People 


JusTICB FOR My PEOPLE, by Ernst 
Frankenstein. Dial Press. New York. 
1944. $2.50. 


The substance of this review might 
best be expressed in a single, brief sen- 
tence: “This is an extraordinary—in 
many ways even a great—book.” It is 
the product and the expression of 
a uniquely trained and profound in- 
telligence. Dr. Frankenstein, a German- 
born international lawyer of great dis- 
tinction in his own field, has been liv- 
ing in England for the last eight years. 
He has, as Job’s great phrase puts it, 
seen the tragedy “in his own flesh,” 
and thus he came as a mature man to 
be concerned with the Jewish question, 
working out the problem for himself 
and reaching the Zionist solution by a 
logical intellectual process. He has 
made Jewish thought and history his 
own and displays amazing erudition 
and a fresh and imaginative grasp of 
the essence of the Jewish tradition and 
epic; but, more than that, he has been 
driven by those furies which haunt 
and impel every man with a vision 
and with an overwhelming ethical 
sense. Great, though restrained, pas- 
sion underlies every line of this book 
—all its well-marshalled facts and an- 
alyses, all its statistics and brilliant 
legal formulations. Dr. Frankenstein 
has written a masterly brief for his 
people, as moving as it is cogent. 


The catastrophic events of the last 
few years, he argues, obligate the world 
once and for all “to end the tragedy of 
the Jewish people and to solve the 
Jewish problem.” Step by step he an- 
alyzes that problem and its possible 
solutions. The Jews are a people, made 
so by common descent, history, and re- 
ligion; a Jew is any individual who on 
any one of a-number of grounds con- 
siders himself Jewish—“a most extra- 
ordinary definition but probably the 
only one which corresponds to reality.” 
The root cause of the unique historic 
fate of the Jewish people is that ethi- 
cal, monotheistic religion which made 
the Jews a people apart and a rebel in 
the world of the Greeks, the Romans, 
and then the Christians. The spiritual 
force at the root of Jewish existence 
kept the people alive after its state was 
lost and its members scattered. “Every 
other people after such a defeat would 
have resigned itself to its fate and dis- 
appeared from history,” but the Jews 
in exile built themselves a spiritual 
homeland, behaving as if they still lived 
in Palestine, preparing for the return. 

With emancipation in the nine- 
teenth century it was natural that a 
“rebellion against their heritage of suf- 
fering pervaded the ranks of the Jew- 
ish people and deprived them of many 
of their best.” But coincidentally with 
the height of assimilation, came a great 
wave of modern anti-Semitism, itself 


brought on by the anomalous social 
and economic position occupied by 
emancipated Jews everywhere—a phe- 
nomenon particularly familiar to us, 
which is analyzed by Dr. Frankenstein 
with incisive understanding. The be- 
ginnings of the realization of Zionism 
followed naturally upon the emergence 
of modern anti-Semitism. That Pales- 
tine was ready to receive the victims 
of the Nazi persecutions “might seem 
a miracle to those who do not know 
the mysterious law of Jewish history: 
that hardly ever is one Jewish center 
destroyed before another is ready to 
replace it.” 

Dr. Frankenstein’s concept of Jew- 
ish history is an organic one. The very 
survival of the Jews through 1800 
years of dispersion and suffering is the 
greatest Jewish achievement, testimony 
before all men to the strength of the 
spirit. Now when 95 per cent of the 
Jewish people, dispersed over the 
world, have had to face the cruelest at- 
tack ever made on a people, the small 
minority—5 per cent in pre-war fig- 
ures—struggling toward a new life in 
Palestine, exercises an extraordinary 
power of attraction. Two great forces 
fight for the mastery of the fate of the 
fate of the Jewish people: the con- 
structive, centralizing power of Pales- 
tine and the centrifugal tendency of 
assimilation. “All other influences, doc- 
trines, and tendencies are only con- 
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tributory.” History has provided us 
now with a crucial opportunity to 
move masses of uprooted Jews. Any 
settlement outside Palestine cannot 
solve the problem, for outside Pales- 
tine “the Jews will continue to be a 
minority everywhere, exposed to the 
same . . . enmities as before.” 
Turning from the background of 
Jewish experience and needs to the 
practical problems involved in the es- 
tablishment of a Jewish Palestine, Dr. 
Frankenstein brings to an often-treated 
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SHE was a Polish schoolgirl but 
she became the leader of a fierce 
guerrilla band that panicked a 
German army. 


HE was a doomed convict but 
he came out of his prison-dun- 
geon to save England. 


HE was “mama's baby” and just 
small fry but he became the most 
feared one-man aw force in the 
Pacific. 
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ever told—a collection of amazing 
heroes and heroines from all lands 
who battled for freedom and vic- 
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citing illustrations). A book thrill- 
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theme new insight and new intel- 
lectual resources. His chapter on “The 
Legal Position” is so learned, keen, and 
logical, that it should serve to clear 
the air once and for all of a number 
of the chief arguments advanced 
against Zionism. Extensive discussion 
of Zionism on the purely legal level is 
no intellectual luxury, when one recalls 
the legal nature of those arguments: 
the Arab claim to Palestine on the 
basis of 1300 years of Arab possession; 
the pious British lament over the diff- 
culty of carrying out two conflicting 
promises; the new, very modish invo- 
cation by Arab nationalists of the prin- 
ciples of the Atlantic Charter. The 
lucidity and originality of Dr. Frank- 
enstein’s analysis of all these claims is 
indicated in the following statement: 

“To base a claim to a land on pos- 
session two thousand years ago may 
seem preposterous. The lawyer will 
point to prescription, the politician ob- 
ject that similar claims may require 
the re-mapping of the whole world. 
Both objections, however, are mislead- 
ing; for the case is unique, without 
any precedent, and will probably never 
occur again. It is not a question of loss 
of territory. It is the case of a people 
which has lost its land, without ob- 
taining any other, and yet has survived, 
and now reclaims its old possession. 
Other peoples, too, have lost their 
land; but they have either found an- 
other or perished. Those who have set- 
tled down in other lands have either 
formally renounced their old rights or 
tacitly acquiesced in their loss. Neither 
they nor those who have perished can 
put forward a claim to a territory 
which once was their own. Only the 
Jewish people has neither perished nor 
renounced its rights nor acquiesced in 
its loss.” 

The situation of Palestine, Dr. 
Frankenstein goes on to explain, is as 
anomalous as that of the Jewish peo- 
ple. As a mandated territory, it is not 
now the possession of any power or 
any nation, but is held in trust for a 
future sovereign. It has been owned 
by many successive conquerors, the last 
of whom, the Turks, formally re- 
nounced their rights in favor of the 
Allied Powers; but, according to inter- 
national law, the Jews have never lost 
their rights. For though international 
law admits the legality of conquest, the 
conqueror must be in “continuous and 
undisturbed possession” for a consid- 
erable time, and “as long as other 
powers keep up protests and claims, 
the actual exercise of sovereignty is 
not undisturbed.” The whole of Jewish 
history, religion, and life for the last 
1800 years has amounted to just such 
a vigorous “keeping up of protests and 
claims.” The Palestinian Arabs, on the 
contrary, have submitted to every con- 
queror, kept up no protests and claims, 
and thus tacitly renounced their rights 
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to the land. The stamp of international 
acknowledgement has been given to 
the old Jewish claim in the preamble 
of the Palestine Mandate which ex- 
plicitly recognizes “the historical con- 
nection of the Jewish people with Pal- 
estine and the grounds for reconstitut- 
ing their national home in that coun- 


Much has been written on the Mc- 
Mahon correspondence, the Balfour 
Declaration, and the Mandate. Dr. 
Frankenstein’s discussion of these doc- 
uments not only summarizes ably the 
most important findings previously 
published on the subject but also adds 
important new points. The originality 
of his approach is perhaps most 
marked in his chapter on the Arabs 
in Palestine. There is material here— 
carefully documented and of the ut- 
most significance—which is new even 
to specialists in the history of Pales- 
tine. He has gone to every available 
source—travellers’ accounts, statistics 
in old encyclopedias, and handbooks— 
and proved conclusively that, far from 
having a deep-rooted thirteen-hundred- 
year-old connection with Palestine, 
three-quarters of the Arab population 
of Palestine are themselves immigrants 
or descendants of persons who immi- 
grated to Palestine during the last 
hundred years—the overwhelming ma- 
jority of them in the period since 1882, 
during which Jewish immigration has 
made Palestine a magnet for Arabs in 
all neighboring lands. 

Even a lengthy review cannot do 
justice to Dr. Frankenstein's treatment 
of the many facets of the Jewish prob- 
lem and the Zionist solution. One fol- 
lows his argument step by step, car- 
ried on by its lucidity and swiftness of 
movement, till one reaches the great, 
poetic heights of the conclusion: “I 
have brought the Jewish case before 
the highest tribunal—the conscience 
of mankind. I have tried to the best 
of my powers to state the case and to 
enlighten the judges. Another man 
might have succeeded better. But none 
was there to take up the task, and my 
people could not wait any longer... 
He who pleads for another has to 
show his authority, to present his cre- 
dentials. I have mine. I have come for- 
ward as a son of my people, one of 
the millions who share with me the 
pride and the glory, the agony and 
the despair of being a Jew... The 
peoples of the world abandoned us 
when the Nazi horror was let loose 
upon us. Destiny brought upon the 
world that disaster which timely help 
to us would have averted. The fate of 
mankind is inseparably interwoven 
with our fate... The case of the Jew- 
ish people is the test case for human- 
ity. You cannot build a world of jus- 
tice and freedom if you deny these to 
the Jewish people...” 

SULAMITH SCHWARTZ. 
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THE ARABS AND THE U.S.S.R. 


ACCORDING TO LEIB SPYZMAN, in The 
Day, the Zionist Movement is not 
alone in its, heretofore unsuccessful, 
efforts to decode the cryptography 
of Soviet diplomatic language with 
reference to Palestine and the world 
Jewish problem. Not only we seek 
to win sympathizers and allies in 
the Soviet Union. So do the Arabs. 
Mohammedanism has recently re- 

vived in Russia, as has the Greek 

Orthodox Church, under the guidance 

of its Patriarch, Sergei. The Moham- 

medan Mufti, Ibn Adrakhman Rassu- 
lov, was highly commended by Stalin 
for his patriotism during the present 
war. The USSR renewed its diplomatic 
relations with Egypt and sent ambas- 
sadors to a number of Arab strong- 
holds (Syria, Lebanon, Iraq, Saudi- 

Arabia, and Yemen). Although the 

Communist Party is officially banned 

in Egypt, it manages to conduct ex- 

tensive activities in Palestine, Syria, 
and Lebanon, and is becoming a tell- 
ing power in North Africa, where its 
local newspaper Liberté has a large cir- 
culation. So far, the Communist Party 
is the only group in North Africa 
whose ranks are open to Arabs and 

Europeans alike—which perhaps ac- 

counts for its rapid growth. 

A number of recent statements in 
the Communist press of Palestine and 
Lebanon have been sharply anti-Zion- 
ist. The Arab Communists of Palestine 
have founded a “League for National 
Liberation” and are trying to organize 
the Arab workers in left-wing trade 
unions to combat the Arab workers’ 
unions created by the Histadrut. It is 
the boast of their weekly Al Itakhad 
(Unity) that “Soviet Russia is the 
only country which does not support 
Zionism”; “Soviet Russia does not fear 
Jewish capital and for that reason, can 
forbid Zionism,” etc. 

An interesting development is tak- 
ing place among the Greek Orthodox 
Arabs. More than 60,000 of the 
134,000 Christian Arabs of Palestine 
belong to this denomination and are 
under the spiritual guidance of a 
Greek-born Patriarch. They are eager 
to free themselves from the “Greek 
mandate” over their religion in Pales- 
tine, and unseat the Greek-born Patri- 
arch in favor of one of their own 
blood-brothers and eventually Arabize 
their entire priesthood. In. September, 
1944 the Arab Greek Catholics con- 
vened a Congress at which they re- 
solved to oust the Greek priests and 
replace them with Arab priests who 
would conduct their religious services. 
When the Greek Catholic Synod be- 
gan to raise its head again in the 
USSR, these rebellious sheep felt that 
they had an ally. 


Isa-el-Isa, the editor of the Arab 
newspaper Falastin, took up the cud- 
gels of this holy war and argued as 
follows: “The Russia of today is no 
longer a bogey... Russia is Greek 
Orthodox. Religion has once more 
taken the forefront and Russia will 
help us... It will help us in our fight 
against two mandates: the Greek man- 
date over the Church and the British 
mandate over Palestine...” 

In another article, the readers of 
this newspaper are told that British 
and American support of Zionism 
may be ascribed to the attitude of the 
Protestant Church, which is friendly 
toward the Jews. The Catholic Church, 
on the other hand, is too weak to take 
an openly anti-Zionist stand. In addi- 
tion, the Catholic countries—France, 
Italy and Spain—have refrained from 
interference in Palestinian questions 
in order to avoid British and American 
intrusion in their affairs. But Russia 
and the Greek Orthodox Church are 
free from these constraints. Russia is 
not an imperialistic nation and _ its 
press, unlike the foreign capitalistic 
press, can speak the truth without fear 
of Jewish boycott. 

When Mr. Sultanov, the representa- 


‘tive of the Soviet Embassy in Cairo, 


visited Jerusalem, the leaders of the 
Greek Orthodox Arabs tendered him 
a warm reception at which the praises 
of Stalingrad were sung in Arabic and 
Stalin’s health was toasted. The Greek 
Orthodox Arabs decided to submit a 
memorandum to Moscow and even 
send a special delegation there. Ac- 
cording to the Isa-el-Isa, Arab youth 
now plans to found a Communist party 
of its own, with an office in Moscow— 
since all persecuted persons can now 
find asylum with the leaders of vic- 
torious Russia, and since Russia has 


always been the protector of Greek — 


Orthodoxy all over the world. 
EVLIN YEHOASH DWORKIN 


THE PALESTINIAN ECONOMY 


A PROVOCATIVE ARTICLE in the 
January Annals of the American Acad- 
emy of Political Science is the “Peoples 
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of the Mohammedan World” by Ernest 
Jurkat and Louise K. Kiser, both asso- 
ciated with the Office of Population 
Research at Princeton University. The 
study concerns itself with Egypt, Tur- 
key, and Palestine. 

In Palestine “apart from the desert 
of Beersheva the country is already as 
densely settled as Luxembourg.” Jews 
have introduced Western capital, mod- 
ern technology and enterprise; and 
“the pattern of internal migration, a 
decline of illiteracy and mortality are 
testimony that Moslems have shared in 
the benefits.” Palestine is strategically 
placed for the production of light con- 
sumers’ goods for the Near East and 
may “support a growing population” 
but “there will be need for capital, or- 
ganizing skill and a stable and enlight 
ened government.” 
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Macy's 
Passover Department 
open Mareh 7th through April 4th 


Byer in and see our magnificent Sedar Table with all its 
traditional appointments. Choose from a carefully selected 
assortment of approved delicacies, all of them in strict ac- 
cordance with Hebraic tradition and dietary laws... all ap- 
proved by our famous “Taster” . . . all completely isolated from 
other foods sold in Macy’s . . . all with the supervisory seal of a 
well-known Rabbi of the community in which the food was 
made and packed. 


Order your Passover foods early to insure delivery in time. 
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The last five years have seen a tre- 
mendous transformation in Palestine. 
Formerly mainly dependent upon cit- 
rus exports, Palestine is now a highly 
organized industrial area with a varied 
manufacturing output. “Only by Jew- 
ish enterprise and capital has this 
amazing development of Palestine 
been possible,” says Mr. John M. Bee 
in “Palestine’s Choice—Politics or 
Prosperity.” (Great Britain and the 
Middle East.) Mr. Bee is fearful of be- 
ing misunderstood when in reality, 
he claims, he is writing in the spirit 
of “absolute impartiality.” Neverthe- 
less, he ventures to suggest that “Pal- 
estine is a small country” and concludes 
that “there is not room for all the 
Jews in the world in Palestine even 
if they all wanted to go there, which 
is certainly not the case.” Mr. Bee 
grants, however, that (a) “expansion 
in various industrial establishments 
has proved that Jews and Arabs can 
and do work together in complete har- 
mony” and (b) it is only “political 
agitators who can disturb the calm.” 


COMMENTS ON THE JEWISH 
BRIGADE 


ON THE TWENTY-EIGHTH of Sep- , 


tember, in the House of Commons, 
Prime Minister Churchill announced 
the formation of the Jewish Brigade. 


The Yishuv quickly responded to 
the pronouncement in a stirring “Call 
for Volunteers in the Jewish Brigade.” 
Issued in the name of the Jewish 
Agency and Vaad Leumi it stresses the 
fact that “Recognition is thereby given 
to the right of the Jewish soldier to 
fight in his own formation, under his 
own flag as an equal among other 
forces of the United Nations.” 

There are Jews from fifty-three coun- 
tries among the thousands in the ranks 
of the Brigade; but “there is hardly one 
who has not a relation who became a 
victim of Hitler” states Brigadier Gen- 
eral Benjamin, commander of the 
Brigade. (Zionist Record, London, 
December 15, 1944.) Furthermore he 
tells of the exceptionally high morale 
and excellent fighting qualities of the 
men and their eagerness to meet the 
enemy. The common use of Hebrew 
has ensured a remarkable homogeneity. 

Joseph Baratz in Palestine and the 
Middle East (November 1944) de- 
scribes a visit to the Brigade as it com- 
pleted its training. There was a per- 
formance by the Palestine Symphony 
Orchestra and at the end of the concert 
a member of the A.T.S. (women’s 
military corps), presented the tradi- 
tional tribute—an inscription of the 
men of the Brigade in the Jewish Na- 
tional Fund Golden Book. Thus she 
told them, “You share in the redemp- 
tion of the ancestral land for whose 
sake you fight.” 

SOPHIE A. UDIN 
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What Star 


shall guide our country? 
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6 ee there is an increasing need for all 
of us to think clearly and realistically. 
Innumerable post-war plans are in the making 
by business and government. And we hear 
much of a brave new world served by scien- 
tific marvels of every kind. 

But with all the worthwhile gains which 
will be made, the post-war days will also 
bring formidable problems... problems which 
will affect the lives of every one of us. 

Jobs must be found... 
good jobs .. . for 12,000,000 
servicemen. 

Means must be provided 
to keep in operation some at 
least of the vast new war 
plants in which so much private and public 
money is at present invested. 

Continuing high taxes . . . a staggering 
public debt . . . the upward pressure on prices 
--. all must be faced. 

These problems will not solve themselves. 
A few new laws, formulas or theories will not 
solve them. 

For these are personal problems .. . and 
as such they are the personal responsibility 
of every one of us. Out of the courage and 
good sense and fundamental decency of 130 
million Americans, the all- 
important answers must be 
forged. 

How can we, as individual 
Americans, help solve these 
problems? 

We can exercise our fran- 
chise intelligently and vote 
for the ablest conscientious public servants 
and representatives. We can obey the law 
in letter and spirit, thus helping to set an 
example of stability for the world. ° 
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We can pay our debts and spend our money 
carefully and wisely to keep prices down. 
For the financial health of the nation depends 
upon the financial health of its citizens. 

We can deliver honest value in our busi- 
ness or at our job, and thereby contribute 
to lasting prosperity. 

We can support our religious institutions, 
which are fundamental in the moral life of 
the community. 

We can be tolerant of other races, other 
ideas and beliefs, while we hold fast to our 
American ideals. 

And last but not least, we can take interest 
and pride in our family life. 

It is in the home that char- 
acter is bred and nourished. 
Our home should be the 
fountainhead of honor and 
decency. 

With the youth of America 
lie our hopes. If a better America is to be 
built, they must build it. To this great task 
they must bring strength and courage and 
determination and all the inspiration we can 
give them. 

The history of our country is a history of 
united struggle . . . of dangers and difficulties 
faced together and overcome. In her hour of 
need, America has always found the answers 
to her problems in the minds and hearts of 
her people. 

It is there she must look for the answers 
today. It is there she will find the star which 
will keep her true to her course. 
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